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The study.was jointly sponsored by the
Protestant-supported Community Service
Center, the Roman Catholic Mother Butler
Center and the mayor’s committee,

Particular interest in the religlous affilia-
tions of the Indlans in the community has
made the study significant to a number of
churches in the community.

Results show that those admitted to
church membershlp, 227 familles named the
Roman Catholic Church, 114 the Episcopal
Church, 16 the Congregational Church, 11
the Presybterian Church, B the Methodist
Church, but none claimed membership in the
Indian Native American Church.

There were 43 families that spoke of mixed
marriages and 10 adherred to varlous Pente~
costal groups.

The census was part of a study begun by
Father White in 1957 when he interviewed
160 Indian familles in-Rapid Oity.

Since then he has spent considerable time
here In conjunction with his work in soci-
ology at St. Louis University in Missouri.

Support for the census and for a related
study among the non-Indian families in the
clty has come from the National Institutes
of Mental Health, Bethesda, Md., and help
in the actual canvassing was given by indi-
viduals from various organizations, includ-
ing the American Association of University
Women, the two church centers and the
nayor's committee,

‘The complete report on the entire study
will be presented in a book Father White
Is compliling, Publication 18 due in 1965.

Watchdogs Over CIA Deman
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. PAUL G. ROGERS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 14, 1963

‘Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I have continually called for the estab-
lishment of a joint congressional com-
mittee to oversee the CIA and our other
intelligence agencies. Since the begin-
ning of this year when I introduced
legislation in the form of House Joint
Resolution 211, which would accomplish
this objective, I have called on Congress
to act on this matter. The people of

[America are concerned over the un-
bridled sactivities of the CIA, and the

news media has joined in this coneern
by pointing out time after time the
hazards of an unserutinized intelligence
community,

I fear that the CIA sometimes seems
to embody the fiction of an Ian Fleming
novel—however, intelligence information
is fact, not fiction, and should be dealt
with accordingly,

It is clear in my mind and apparently
in the minds of several of our colleagues
who have joined me in introducing legis-
lation to provide for a “watchdog com-~
mittee” over the CIA, that there is a
need for a joint congressional committee
whose sole function is to oversee the
activities of the CIA and our other in-
telligence agencles,

At this point in the record, I would like
to insert a recent article from the Los
Angeles Times entitled “Watchdogs Over
CIA Demanded,” written by John H,
Averill:
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WaTcHDOGS OveEr CTA DEMANDED—LAW-
MAKERS ASSERT THEY HAVE RIGHT To CHECK
ON AGENCY

(By John H. Averill)

WASHINGTON —Speculation on the role of
the Central Inteillgence Agency in South
Vietnam’s coup d’etat has revived congres-
slonal demands for a speclal watchdog com-
mittee to keep an eye on the spy agency’s
activities.

There have been sbunilar demands in the
past, particularly after one of the CIA’s U-2
spy planes went down over Russia in 1960.
The demands got nowhere.

However, advocates of a congressional
watchdog committee sav that more and more
Members of Congress are becoming ocon-
cerned and demanding that something be
done. The CIA was established by Congress
in 1947 under the Defense TUnification Act
and given broad autharity in the intelligence
fleld overseas,

POINTS T0O RIGHT

“I think that Congress has & right to know
if the Nation is getting its money’s worth
irom the CIA,” sald Representative PavL G.
RoGERS, Democrat, of Florida, one of the more
persistent backers of efforts to create a joint
Senate-House comumnitiee on intelligence
activities.

As things now stand. only a select handful
of Senate and House Members even Know
how much money the CIA gets. Estimates
range from a half billlon to a billion dollars
& year,

It is this handful which most strongly op-

oses creatlon of a watchdog committee.
nd since the group includes some of the
most influential Members of Congress, such
as Representative CagL VINSON, Democrat,
of Georgla, the powertul and crusty chair-
mean of the House Armed Services Commit-
tee, it has been able so far to stave off the
watchdog committee proposals,

NO NEED SEEN

VinsowN, chairmen of a special nine-man
Armed Services Subcommittee on Intelli-

. gence, declared he sees “absolutely no need

for a joint committee.”

“We know what the CIA is doing,” ViNsoN
sald In an interview. “We know what goes
on and we are satisfied with the operations of
the CIA.”

He noted that the House Appropriations
Committee also has a speclal subcommittee
headed by Representative GEorGE H. MaHON,
Democrat, of Texas, to pass on CIA appro-
priations and that the Senate has a similar
siz-man group made up of members of its
Armed Services and Appropriations Commit-
tees.

“I've been around here for 49 years,*” Vin-
SON gald, ‘and I'm eatisfied the CTA is getting
sufficient congressional supervistion.”

This view is challenged, however, by some
other Members of Congress in both Houses.

SAYS HESH IN DARK

“We are working in the dark,” said Repre~
sentative JoHN V. Linnsay, Republican, of
New York, “or at least in the semitwilight.”

LiNpsay and ROGERE are among 15 House
Members of both parties who are aponsoring
resolutions to create either a jolnt commit-
tee with the Senate or m special House com-
mittee to keep a conatant eye on CIA activi~
ties.

“I think we are gathering more support all
the time,” sald Roczns, “particularly after
the debacle in Cuba, rumors of CIA Ioulups
in Latin America and reports that the CIA
wag involved in the Vietnam affair.”

Rocers, while emplwsiving he was not
quarreling with the Armed Services or Appro-
priations Committees argued that an ade-
quate Job of checking CTA activities cannot
be done by anything less than a full-time
committee which has no other function.

“There must be a continuing watchdog,”

he sald, “not only of the 7= but of the
Defense Department in tellige -2+ community,

t0o, and there must be a co: :nt review of
how intelligence Inforraation i coordinated
and evaluated.

“Any agency of Governme: -t that Is not
carefully watched can cdevelo; practices that
would not be tolerated if thiv were open to
careful and responsible congr-s.ional review.

“I'm not saying the CIA 1:s developed
these practices. We just do: 't know. If it
hasn’t it would have nothir: o fear from
congressional review, I3ut thr:ira is mistrust
and concern in Congress abco & the CIA and
if we had a joint comrmnittee wi: could allay
these susplicions and restore -o:fidence.”

ROGERS’ views were sccond. generally by
Representative H, ArLer Smirr . ~Republican,
of California), a foriaer Ful agent who
worked on several World W:r 11 esplonage
cases,

SAYS FBI REPOR1

“The CIA is no more :ecret _i1an the ¥BIL,”
SmrTH sald, “and the FBI giv.s Congress all
the information 1t requ-sts, p:t: out annual
reports on its activities, ane 1-ts Congress
know how much money it nec 's and spends,

8mMrTH sald It was becruse of 471 the gecrecy
that he opposed a bill passec By the House
last week to authorize more nneral retire-
ment beneflts for CIA agen : involved in
hazardous assignments,

In opposing the bill, SMITH -aid 1t was his
guess that Soviet Premier Nikiza 8. Khru-
shchev “and even the Russiar E mbasgy here
In Washington know more ab: 11 CIA than I
do.”

SMiTH in an interview said ;e was not ad-
vocating release of any secrci information
that might harm national seci rivy or Jeopar-
dize a CIA agent's life.

“I just think we huve a sponsibility,
since we vote the money, to k..o~ how many
employees the CIA has, what they do, what
the policies are, if any, and wiecher the job
1s being done as it shouid be,” 3vrTH said.

"POINTS TO DANGEX :

This vlew was challenged by “*enresentative
GERALD R. FORD, JR., Republica::. of Michigan,
& member of the House Appr«. rationg Sub-
committee on Intelligenre.

“I see no need for any specs. ommittee,”
Forp said, “I know of no inst: n-e where we
have requested Information thst it has been
denied.

“The CIA is a lot more con piicated than
the FBI. It is involved :: operations
throughout the world and ther - ¢ould be reat
dangers to expose the CIA to ¢ :ixl scerutiny.”

Foro agreed that perhaps his 1 d VINsON'S
subcommittees could do more . allay con-
gressional suspicions about tie: CIA by ap-
prising their colleagues «f som. «f the infor-
mation the subcommittces ob i,

“The frouble,” he said, “Is '« determine
what can be released. Everytlh:inz about the
CIA is so sensitive to nations tzeurity you
Just can’t give it to evervone t -t if you give
1t to one you’ve got to give it t - £11 and then
you have a big, first-class lea: *

We Must Stand Together i This Hour
of Sorrow

EXTENSION OF REN ARKS

OoF
HON. CHARLES E. B::ANETT
OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESH N TATIVES
Monday, October 28. 1463
Mr. BENNETT of Flerida. Mr, Speak-

er, I wish to congratulate +’eleb King,
Jr,, editor of the Florida T mwes Union,
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on the excellent editorial published in
the November 25 edition of that paper.
It was truthfully there said that “A man
of courage and ability has fallen in the
service of his country.” Faving served
with Mr. King in World War II, I know
that when he paid this tribute to our
fallen leader, President Kennedy, he is
conscious,; as am I, that the President
died as a soldier for his country, as truly
as any recipient of the (Congressional
Medal of Honor. Soldierlike, Mr. King
observes that “life must go on” and we
must all “stand strongly behind” our
new leader. The late President Kennedy
would have been the first to say that.
The editorial reads as follovs:

WE MUsT STAND TOGETHER IN THIS HOUR OF

SORROW

A grim and sorrowing Natlon will henor
the late President, John Fitzgerald Kennedy,
in solemn rites in Washington.at noon today.
The grief, which every American shares with
the widow and family of the late Chief Ex-
ecutive, is In no way assuaged by the knowl-
edge that justice is moving swiftly to exact
retribution for the dastardly rime.

All Americans may, however, take Justi-
fiable pride in the way in which our Nation
has drawn: together in this hour of mourn-
ing and in the spirit of bipartisan coopera-
tion which the Congress has pledged to Pres-
ident Lyndon Johnson upon his succession
to the office lately held by a young and
vigorous leader,

Many Americans are inclined to view the
theory of bipartisan support with skepti-
cism., Thé theory was devised by President
Franklin D. Roosevelt to meet the emergen-
cies and needs of World War II, but it has
not always been successfully applled since
his time. :

But, bipartisanism is an honorable policy
for all to follow in times of natlonal crisis
and tragedy, such as this Nation is now
experiencing. In such times there can be
no thought but that which is the best for the
Nation as:a whole,

In these modern times it is hard to decide
where domestic and forelgn policies end or
begin. Tt used to be said that domestic pol-
icies ended at the water’s edge, but now those
things which affect us internally often af-
fect us externally as a mation. The Presl-
dent’s murderer has, therefcre, changed all
our history in the single, treacherous pull
of a trigger.

No one .can say with certainty what the
changes will be nor how they will affect all of
us or all free men in the world.

The new President has in hrief and solemn
words sought the bipartisan support of Con-
gress, the help of the people, and the aid of
Almighty ‘God. The trials which now face
him are many andg great and upon thelr suc-
cessful resolution much depends.

In the final analysis life must go on. A
man of courage and ability bas fallen in the
service of ‘his country. None can explain or
understand why he should have been called
upon to make this supreme sacrifice, to all
it appears a useless and senseless waste of a
life dedicated to service.

We may all give meaning to the life of
the late President, so tragically shortened,
by pledging ourselves anew to stand strongly
behind President Lyndon Johnson and to
ofter prayers for the comfort of the living
and a safe voyage through these perilous
times for our Nation.

John Fitzgerald Kennedy

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. PAUL G. ROGERS

OF PLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 14, 1963

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, the entire world mourns the
passing of our late President, as does
our own Nation. We in Florida and the
Sixth District feel the loss acutely, as we
considered the President and his family
as neighbors and friends. The winter
White House at Palm Beach was a famil-
iar place to all, and Palm Beach ifself
had witnessed not only the comings and
goings of the President but his growth
and development from childhood until
the weekend prior to his tragic death.

Millions of words have already heen
written about the man and the act which
hes taken him from us at the prime of
his life, when we know in our hearts
words cannot express our feelings. To
his family we can only say the prayer,
God be with you, which has already
manifested itself in the courage and
strength which we have all witnessed
and which will be an inspiration for
years to come.

To the memory of John Fitzgerald
Kennedy the American people should re-
dedicate themselves to abolish from this
land forever the hate and discord which
created the atmosphere for this tragedy,
and remember the warning of Lincoln
that while no foreign power may ever
conquer, we have within ourselves the
power to destroy our own Nation. Every
single citizen must take an active part
in the work of refurning our Nation to
the rule of reason and of law.

Mr. Speaker, I include several repre-
sentative editorials from Florida at this
point in the RECORD:

{¥rom the Palm Beach Posf, Nov. 23, 1863]
SHOCK AND MOURNING

America today is in mourning.

A great, good man 1s dead at the hands of
an assassin. The youngest man ever elected
tc the Presidency of the United States, a
brilliant statesman with a valorous war
record, a beloved family man with an abiding
faith in God--has been cut down in the
prime of his career.

John Fitzgerald Kennedy has joined the
martyrs, Like his illustrious predecessors,
he now belongs to the ages.

In the Palm Beaches, which was to the
President a “second home™ and site of the
“winter White House,” shock prevails. Only
& few days ago, he was among us, vigorous
and smiling.

We join the wuniversal hope that his
azsassin will be apprehended and properly
punished. But this 1s a secondary con-
sideration. Such a foul deed could have
been concelved and executed only by diseased
minds.

Our thoughts at this time are primarily of
sympathy for the bereaved family, and of
hope and concern for our new President,
Lyndon B. Johnson.

May God be with them all, and-with us.
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{From the Fort Lauderdale (Fla.) News,
Nov. 24, 1963]

Worps UNSPOKEN AT Darras OFFER GUIDANSS
70 NATION IN THY TRYING DAYS AHEAD

President John F. Kennedy was to have
made a speech in Dallas on Friday. Before
he reached the appointed place, the 35th
President of the United States held a rendez-
vous with death and his voice was stilled for-
ever, his words unspoken,

Although they were left unsaid, the words
should be our guide in this awkward hour
when & President of the United States rests
this very day in state in the rotunda of the
Capitol, and while the new President works
in the heavy presence of death and mourn~
ing, to take over our Natlon’s affalrs and .
chart the directlon the ship of state shall
sail for the next 14 months.

Well might President Lyndon B. John-
son heed those words unspoken. Well might
every American citizen weigh them and ac-
cept them as counsel through the convul-
sions that must occur during the difficult
transition.

What Mr. Kennedy had intended to say

in his Dallas speech was an excerpt from the
Bible, Psalm 124: "Except the Lord build the
house, they labor in vain that bulld 1t. Ex-
‘cept the Lord keep the city, the watchman
waketh but in vain.”
i Mr. Kennedy was a master of oratory and
there were those among us who believed that
he often spoke wise counsel, but too often
did not pay heed as he spoke. All of that
is of consequence no longer, for in the mar-
tyrdom of his high office, the President rests
expiated of human frailties, left to the judg-
ment of his Maker and of history,

What 1s of consequence is that Mr. Ken-
nedy had chosen to recite from a psalm
which, through lamentable and shocking cir-
cumstances, should now hecome an echoing
reminder for Americans through the remain-
ing ages.

They are the words in which can be found
the answer to the angulshed question of
House Speaker JouN W. McCormack, who,
when informed of Mr. Kennedy’s assassina-
tion, cried out: “My CGod, My God. What
are we coming to?”
~ Both the question and the reply found in
the psalm should serve as admonitions to
‘each and every American citizen. Indeed,
what were we coming to in the mounting
tempest, calmed for now by the chill- of
death?

Irrefutably, we had become g divided na-
tion; ultra-liberal sagatnst ultra-conserva-
tive, Democrat against Republican, north-
erner against southerner, atheist against
religionist, black agalnst white, American
against American.

‘We had been caught up in an ugly web of
opportunism, of materialism; placed at the
mercy of outside influences that would bury
us, sapped of resolve to pay any cost for the
preservation of our inherited doctrine,
caught in a crosscurrent of demands upon
another without regard for one to the other.

We were a finely divided nation and we
knew it; yet little of anything was accom-
plished in restoring our national unity. We
were on a collision course with the future
that awaited us in November 1963.

Qur direction from that point on shall
remain forever unknown, obliterated by a
gearing bullet triggered by one individual
whose horrendous action may leave us un-
certain and exposed to deepening schism, or
spared the rendering that awalted at the
point of collision.

That we never will know.

But this we do know: If this Nation Is to
be destroyed and, as Mr. Kennedy once sald,
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"Is’ it because trade with anybody

friend or fge, is only a commercial vén-

ture and when we boil out, the propa-
ganda and double talk it is the profit in-
volved that stirs the emotions.

Our Canhadian friends are not a bit
backward about their position and ap-
pear a bit miffed by ours.

I pray we do not gain a sale and lose
a friend.

Former President Harry Truman is re-
ported to have once remarked that we
should give wheat to needy China. Re-
gardless of their positient in other mat-
ters, people are people, and hunger is
a universal appeal for help.

The only real danger in a commercial
act of charity is the false pretense and
the danger of being lulled into a con-
dition of carelessness and lowering our
guard by piling deal upon deal with a
nation as yet not proven to be sincere
in their efforts for peaceful coexistance.

Lenin is supposed to have said that
“The capitalist world would be willing to
sell to the Communists for profit, the
rope with which the Communists will
hang the capitalists.”

I would hope we are not in this cate-
gory of capitalist nations but rather a
natlon motivatéd by the concept of live
and let Iive in all our endeavors.

It is hard to condemn & deal whether

it is with Russia or anyone else when you
sincerely want to believe it is done for
reasons best for our Nation and our peo-
ble. This we must believe.

The Canadians may be right but I
doubt the prosperity of their critical
news which our peoples who as yet
have not fully understood the transac-
tion. The Canadian report follows:

THE LATEST<CRISIS Is THE WHEAT EXPORT
FIGHT—AND THE UNITED STATES IS AcCTU-
ALLY ARGUING IN DOUBLETALK

(By J. K. Edmonds)

WINNIPEG.—When the Americans complain
about the price &t which Canada made its
latest sale of wheat to Japan, what’s really
bothering them is not our pricing system, but
their own. .

The United States is on the special hotspot
reserved for countries which have a two-
price system for a commodity traded on the
world market and have accumulated a large
volume of surplus in store.

U.B. domestic price for its wheat is more
than. 60 cents above the world’s, The U.S.
Government supports the price by buylng
surplus stocks which it sells for blocked
currencles, gives away, or sells on long-term
credit, . .

Commercial sales of U.S, wheat carry a sub-
sidy which represents the difference between
_the support price and the world price. When
the wheat is given away to an underdevel-
oped country, the U.S. taxpayer feels a warm
glow of generosity. When it is sold to Rus-
-sla, he wonders why he should subsidize the
Russian consumer. The more the volume of
sales, the higher the total subsidy.

This, more than cold war politics, is what
held .up the Russian-United States wheat
deal. Washington. has been ready since the
beginning of wheat sale talks to sell to
Russia at the dcomestic price—but Russia
wouldn't, pay it.

Washington would have been off this spot
if the world price had risen to equal the
U8, domestic price. The price was moving
upward rapidly. The Canadian Wheat Board
has been announcing advances 1n its offering
price at frequent Intervals since the Russian

sale, even though in practice It was not gell-
ing any wheat, pending assessment of stocks,
shipping probabilities, and requirements of
regular customers.

With the Wheat Board out of the plcture,
there was some unofficial (but legal) trading
in wheat &t prices 10 to 12 cents above the
Board’s pride. The prices applied to small
quantities held in private hands (as a result
of previous purchases from the Board) and
sold to purchasers who had gambled on avail-
ability of wheat to load vessels already in
transit when the wheat sales were cut off.

- Washington may have expected the Wheat
Board price to move up to meet the unof-
ficial price. They charge that the Board
refused to allow the forces of supply and de-
mand to push up the price of wheat,

‘Whether ‘there's anything in the charge
depends on the assessment of the forces of
supply and demand. What's really holding
down the price of wheat is the surplus stocks
in U.8. hands. If they didn’t exist, or if
they could be held off the market, the price
would be rising faster than it is.

But the U.3. surplus stocks hang over the
market for wheat at present levels of de-
mand and prices, just as much as they did
whenr the price of wheat was lower and
dropping in:August. L

If the Americans had decided they'd rather
give away the wheat than sell it to Russia
at the world price, chances are it would still
have reached Russia.

The underdeveloped countries to whom it
is shipped might resell it to Communist
countries i exchange for badly needed gold
or foreign exchange reserves. If Washingtons-
had decided to keep the wheat in storage
rather than: sell to Russia at the world price,
the taxpaver still would have had to pay the
cost of storage, and also cope with the sur-
plus problem next year, when the Russian
demand may be much lower.

Canada has had none of these problems in
dealing with Russia because we have only
one price for wheat: the price announced
daily by the Canadian Wheat Board. There
is no Government subsidy.

This price is intended to meet or beat the
price at which customers can buy equiva-
lent grain elsewhere. This is the only price
at which Canadian wheat Is traded. When
Russia mada its big purchase, Russian traders
wanted & quantity discount—but didn’t get
it. They bought at the market price on the
day of the sale. So did Japan.

Canada does tend to lean against the
market to try to iron out short-run move-
ments of wheat prices, because the board is
interested im maximizing revenues over the
whole crop year. not in profit on any single
sale.

The Canadian price is ordinarily slower to
move than the price at Chicago or Liverpool.
The board occasionally has been charged
with missing chances to move wheat faster
by failing to cut prices quickly enough.
During the rest of this crop year, the board
probably will move slowly in ralsing the
price, because it can't afford to give long-
time custonwers the impression it is eager to
gouge therm. In this sense, there may be
something in Washington’s complaints,

Ottawa knows how it feels to be on the
spot now oecupied by Washington. A few
years ago, Canada -was selling butter to
Czechoslovukia at a price below the domestic
support price in Canada. Consumer organi-
zations and newspapers in Canada were
highly critiorl of the government for selling
butter to Communist consumers at prices
below those paid by Canadians for the same
stuff.

Canada also knows how 1t feels to be try-
ing to hold large stocks of wheat off the
market in an effort to influence the price——
we tried to de it in the early 1930’s.

Underlying the whole problem of compe-
tition in grain sales between Canada and the

-Congress keeps its ¢
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United States: Ca: :¢a has exactly the same
advantage in exp.riing wheat that the
United States has .v=r Canada in exporting
automobiles- an ei:sient industry with high
volume and low ur : ¢ osts,

The effect of th - :J.S, price support has
been to hold in the 7.3, grain industry farm-
ers whose costs :r¢ so high they can’t
make money at : ¢ world price. This is
what handicips Ar:erican commercial sales.

It’s not superior rirtue that puts Canada
in this position. T grain industry is a
low-cost one parti. iccause of climate and
geography, partly i ~cwuse the wheat land of
western Cansda w. settled later than the
farm areas f the Riidwest United States,
with larger units :{ production and lower
fixed costs. :

Secret CIA Se:sions With Congress l
fi:iis Hit

EXTENSIO OF REMARKS

HON. PA!'L G. ROGERS

OF F:.ORIDA
IN THE HOUSE ¢ i REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, ¢ .c:ober 28, 1963

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I have i1 sroduced legislation in
the form of Hous .‘oint Resolution 211,
that if enacted b Tongress would pro-
vide for a joint e: ncressional committee
to serve as a “w .tehdog” over the ac-
tivities of the CI# snd our other intelli-
gence and inform. :ion agencies. Several
of our colleazues ;-1 ve introduced similar
legislation, and i:wve expressed their
concern over the L.ck of congressional
scrutiny of our it “riligence community.
The publiec has joi-:ed in our fight for this
needed legiclatior:. and I would like to
insert an article :rom the November 4

edition of {he E.ening Star that de-
scribes Congress Rsen% too limited role
in overseein:; the :c:ivities of the CIA:

SECRET CIA Sgess1o:: WITH CONGRESS UNITS
e

The agents from :l:e Central Intelligence

Agency take their y- s es outside the door in
a lobby of Congres: .
. Their Director 81i 's in. A few of his aids
follow. Ther: com: : handful of Congress
Members and a sin-i committee staff man
to help them.

But no one else ; .¢: by.

The Directnr, J: "= McCone, briefs the
Congress Men:bers ... :J[A activitlies. He and
his alds then field < uestiong for 2, perhaps 3
hours. No one kee; . record.

The session ends, .5:d the Congress Mem-
bers hurry back t¢ taeir offices, their new
knowledge locked i -t iemselves.

This procedure, rco-peated perhaps two
dozen times a year, = »he one through which
on the vast, varied and
secret operations ot “te CIA.

Representalive I.masay, Republican of
New York, who 18 : o1 a participant in any
of these sessions, i= it satisfied with them.
“We are working ir. the dark,” he says, “or
at least in the sem: w:light.”

Mr. LiNDSAY and & -a:e colleagues have pro-
posed that Congres «reate a joint Senate-
House committee, w a full staff, to super-
vise closely the act: s of the CIA.

But other Membe - i the Congress, espe-
cially those wiho att "1t the sesslons, say the
supervision s adequ :t:. And they add that
the CIA is far toc :ecret and sensitive an
operation to have C-:airess constantly peer-
ing over its shouldc.
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Whereas a chan
narcotic addiction h

g attitude in regard to
been recently appar-
ent in statements from the American Msdi~
cal Association and fr certain Federal
health agencies: Now, thetefore, be 1t

Resolved, by the Indiany State Medical
Association, That:

1. That the Indlana State Medical Asso-
ciation shall convey to the American Medical
Association and to all Indiana presenta-
tives and Senators in. Congress I
about the growing problem of narcotig addic-
tion and its firm convictlon that p:
towsard the control of this problem wiil
only upon its recognition as a medical piyb-
lera and the removal of a profit IncentiNe
from the distribution pf narcotics.

2. That this assoclation offers lts full sup-
port and cooperation to the American Medi-
cal Association and other health agencies in
the study of this problem, with a view to the
revision of existing laws and administraiive
rules and attitudes.

3. That the individual members of this
association are encouraged to lend thelr
support to the study and solution of this
problem by exerting their influence as déc-
tors and citizens in their local communities.

The Staff of Life

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. JOHN H. DENT

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 30, 1963

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, it is strange
but when all the chips are down, the
world awakens to the simple but force-
ful truth. After all the bombs, propa-
ganda, tensions. and tumult, life still
depends vpon the needs of the human
body and wheat becomes a symbol of
these needs as bitter antagonists in the
world of power polities sit down to a
peaceful deal for the sale and the pur-
chase of this most basic of all human
needs, food.

One may applaud the gesture on dur
part as humanitarian except for the at-
tempt to justify trading with the enemy
by placing this wheat deal on purely an
economic base.

How much better for the conscience
of America, the propaganda of our
friendly allies, and the pages of histmgr,
if we met the need ¢f our competitor } r
world leadership and supremacy, for
wheat, and added this to our long lig: of
charity, giveaway, foreign ald, tual
assistance or what have you. con-
tinue to hide behind our sagging/balance
of payments in tralle, our disgbpearing
gold reserve and our unbalancgéd budizet,
our continuing and vexing wHleat surplus
and plainly our inability face up to
the truth. We cannos seem to make up
our minds as to whether’ we have con-
vinced our peoples or ngt, on the justi-
fication for this extraordinary deal

For myself, as & citizen not a luw-
maker, as an American, not as a citizen
of all countries, this deal leaves me cold.
I have been taught, I have been sched-
uled to the point of no return in hatred
of communism and all its related evils.
I find no room in my normal feelings
toward others when it comes to the
Communist nations;

Dealing with, associating with, frad-
ing with Communists have been taboo
in our American way and I find little to
cheer me up in the statements of our
leaders that take this transaction in
about the same light as they do any deal
involving profit, convenience and new
cover all; accommodation.

I have been led to believe that profits,
political expediency and even tolerance
are not to be given consideration when
dealing with the deadly foe, coonmunism.

Our generation of Americans have
been led to believe and have become ¢on-
vinced—I thought—of the deceit, the
trickery and the brutality of comrau-
ism.

I have lislened but I have not been
copvinced by the following arguments.
These are the reasons given for this
deal:

‘We will benefit by reducing o
alance of international p

we can cut down on o illions of de-
fense spending.

i will appre«
uar unself-
ish attitude. ’

Seventh. Cuba
wheat. }

Eighth. It wily cut our surplus a c{ cut
our national déficit.

There may be more so-called grouh
for our actipn but this much I know)
none of thg above reasons can be given
for open frading with Russia and the
satellites, Does anyone doubt the next
step in gur trade deals?

ave surplus or surplus capacity
labor

We

surplus in any and all

jugt as valid if and when we start trad-
in all other goods. There has to be
other reason or two for the sudden
rade deal . because all the reasons
mentioned above have been present a

. long, long time.

Do not get me wrong. I am no expert
on this type of trading. Al I ask, is that
somewhere along the line someone ought
to tell one when the Russians are bad
and when they are good. When do we
start building our bomb shelters or when
do we start tearing down the shelters
already built, is the $64 question.

Just a few weeks ago Congress was
convinced that we needed shelters and
passed an act to help build public shel-
ters. Maybe we can save this money
now.

There is only one sound Christian and
logical reason for giving wheat to Russia.
We will help to feed her people if they are
hungry.

We can excuse the deal only on the
humanitarian base and none other so
far as conscience is concerned. To say
they could buy it elsewhere does not
qualify the sale since they buy many mil-
lions of dollars worth of goods elsewhere
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that we can supply. D this op'én up
free trade with commupism?

Flour should be gived as a gift of char-
ity to a needy humgh being not on the
basis of dollars other benefits for
propaganda. We have put $108 billion
into our efforts o lead the world and to
create a peaceful coexistence, what is a
couple of doMars more?

Do not fofget that this talk of selling

through pyivate exporters is only to cover
ct that Congress forbids the
nbsidized agricultural products
i i The only way
n sell wheat is if the Government
/it to you. So we close our eyes and
it is not Government selling. Who
s the wheat?
This means that the handful of
licensed wheat brokers who have no
wheat except Government subsidized
wheat are all of a sudden placed outside
of the congressional ban on trading with
the enemy in forbidden fruits.

It also means.that approximately 60
cents on every bushel sold to the Com-
munist nations comes out of the pockets
of American taxpayers. Every bushel of
wheat scld outside the United Stafes
costs the taxpayer about 60 cents.

Do not believe the story of reducing
storage costs because this year’s crop or
next spring’s will more than fill the hole
left by this sale. If you don’t cure the
cause of the surplus you will never stop
it with a one-shot cut price wheat sale.

The real cut in surplus will come from
the defeat of the wheat referendum by
the farmers since many large farmers will
cut back. Next year, unless the Rus-
sians have another crop failure, or worse
if they decide it is cheaper to barter
with us for wheat to free their economy
for more war material, the surplus will

trap was spfyng he was offered his life
if he would digclose his comrades and
their hiding plasgs. -

He asked only ®ne question. He said
“You give me my Nife, for how long?”
Sinece they could not‘snswer the question
he died with his pride’gnd patriotism.

In closing I have this Yo say to my fel-
low Americans. I would“pe the-last to
condemn giving food to t needy no
matter their color or creed political
persuasion. But I would give the wheat,
not sell it. I would give it in papwyr bags,
ground into flour with a picture o
Sam on one side and a copy of\our
Declaration of Independence on
other.

Certainly the Russian people would®
get the food and the message. h

Mr. Speaker, at this point I call to
your attention a news story printed in
the Financial Post, Toronto, Canada,
October 19, 1963, ~

It appears that our friendly neighbors
to the North appear displeased by our
wheat action. One wonders why it is
that “trade” can stir up the wrath of
people and nations gquicker than any
other endeavor.
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What is the present supervision like?
Does Congress look long and hard enough?
How many hours? Who does the job?
‘Some aspects of Government surveillance
are almost as hush~hush as CIA operations,
but here 1§ the partial picture pieced to-
gether from congressional sources:

Three congressional subcommiftees have
Jurisdiction over either the operations or
appropriations of the CIA,

The Senate has & six-man subcommittee
made up of members of the Armed Services
and Appropriations Committees. The House
has two subcommittees, one made up of
10 members of the Armed Services Commit-
tee, the other of an unknown mumber of
members of the Appropriations Committee.

The House Armed Services Subcommittee
on the CIA is headed by Representative Vin-
soN, Democrat, of Georgia, and includes Rep-
resentatives L. MENDEL RIVERS, Democrat, of
South Carolina; HfserT, Democrat, of Loui-

-slana; Price, Demacrat, of Illinois; CHARLES
E. BENNETT, Democrat, of Floride; HUDDLES-
ToN, Democrat, of Alabama; ARENDS, Repub-
lican, of Illinols; Bray, Republican, of In-
diana; Bos WiLsoN, Republicen, of Cali-
fornia; and OsMERSs, Republican, of New Jer-
sey.

Representative NorBLap, Republican, of
Oregon, who was a member of this subcom-
mittee several years ago, recenily told the
House “We met annually, one time a year,
for a period of 2 hours in which we ac-
complished virtually nothing.”

But & present member of the subcommit-
tee, who would not allow his name to be
used, said the group now meets at least
once a month with Mr. McCone and has
“Frank, open, and wide discussions” lasting
as long as 3 hours. :

He said the subcommittee does not go into
every detail of CIA operations but surve
the significant activities. -

No stenographic record is kept at these
sessions, which do not touch on specific ap-
propriations for the CIA.

This is left in the hands of the Appro-
priations Subcommittee, which hides the CIA
appropriation—believed te be more than a
half-billion dollars a year—among the ap-
propriations of various other agencles so
nelther the rest of Congress nor the public
can know exactly how much money the
Agency gets.

WON’T REVEAL NAMIS

The House Appropriations Committee re-
fuses to reveal which of its members belong
to the CIA Subcommittee and how many
times they meet a year.

But it is a safe guess that it meets with
Mr. McCone about the same number of times
as the subcommittee of the Armed Services
Committee and that its membership includes
at least Representative CannNoN, Democrat,
of Missourl, chairman of the full commit-
tee, and Representatives MarmowN, Democrat,
of Texas, and Forp, Republican, of Michi-
‘gan.

“The members of the Sehate’s CIA Subcom-
mittee are Senators RusseLn, Democrat, of
Georgia; Harry F. Byrp, Democrat, of Vir-
ginia; STeNNIs, Democrat, of Misslssippi, SaL-
TONSTALL, . Republican, of Massachusetts;
Haypen, Democrat, of Arizona, anhd MiLToN
R. Young, Republican, of North Dakota.

The least number of times they have met
with the CIA chief in a year has been two;
the most, six.,

On occasion, some committee other than
the three CIA subcommittees moves Into
the CIA act.

Just recently, for example, the House For-
eign Affairs Committee had a session with
Mr. McCone and John Richardson, the former
head of CIA operations in Vietnam.

Khrushchev Denies Quitting Race To Put
First Man on Moon

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

or

HON. GEORGE P. MILLER

OF CALIFORN14
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, November 6, 1963

Mr. MILLER of <California. Mr.,
Speaker, the enigmatical Mr, Khru-
shchev is like a pendulum. He swings
back and forth from light to dark.

In the Washington Post of yesterday
appeared the story which is below.

It is less than a week ago that the
papers were carrying stories to the effect
that the Russians were not going to the
moon and many of thase who do not
understand the moon program and some
who do not want to underscand the moon
program hailed this apparent decision by
the Russians. I would like to again state
that this country is not.in a moon race
with Russia or any other country.

In the exploration of oufer space, we
use the moon as a steppingstone, and the
technigues which we are developing fo
go to the moon and to rendezvous ve-
hicles in space are invaluable in the
further exploration of space. These
techniques will be invaluable to our de-
fense effort.

Before the pendulous Mr. Khrushchey
swings back to his alleged position, let
us disavow completely his phony leader-
ship.

It begins to look as if the whole setup
was one to confuse and lead our people
astray.

The article is as follows:

KHRUSHCHEV DENIES QUITTING RACE To PuT
FIRsT MAN oM MoOON

Moscow, November 6-—Premier Nikita
Khrushchev denied today the impression of

‘a U.8. businessman thet ithe Soviet Unlon
had given up plans to put a man on the
moon,

Kendrick R. Wilson, Jr., chairman of the
hoard of the Aveo Corp., who was one of 20
Americans visiting the Kremlin, asked the
Russian leader:

“Why have you giver. up the idea of going
to the moon? Was it for economic reasons?

Khrushchev disclaimed any such thought.

“We have never said we are giving up our
lunar project,” he said. “Youre the ones
who sald that.

“And when we talk about the technical
possibilities of doing this. and when we
have complete confidence that whoever 1s
sent to the moon can safely be sent back,
then it is quite feasible, quite possible.
When, I don't know.

“As for the economic dificulties, you keep
on expecting us to give up our (moon) pro-
gram. Well, gentlemen, 1 say give up such
hopes once and for ali and just throw them
away.

“The economic situation within our coun-
try is excellent today * * * and in the
future 1t will be still better.”

The exchange was i seqguel to publication
by the Government newspaper Izvestia Oc-
tober 26 of a statement by Khrushchev that
the Soviet Union was not racing to be first
to land on the moon,

This was subject to various interpretations
in the West, though Khrushchev made 1t
clear Russlan scientists were pursulng re-
search for a lunmar landing. As quoted by
Izvestia, he said:
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“At the present time we are not r nvuning

flights of cosmonauts to the moon. rioviet
scientists are working on +his rublem.
* % + T have read reports that the 2meri-
cans want to land on the moon : v 1970.

Well, we wish them success, * * * Wa will
study their experience.”

The Amerlcan visitors asked Kh:
how long 1t will take the Scviet
achieve a rendezvous in space.

“We have no calendar program, ne: d-finite
date for a rendezvous in space,” Kb 1=.nchev
sald.

wichev
aion to

"Veto in Sight

EXTENSION OF REMAR %
OF

HON. JOHN D. DINGE .L

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENT ' TiVES
Wednesday, November 6, 153

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, uisuant
to permission granted, I insert :1:to the
Appendix of the CONGRESSIONA - :LECORD
an article appearing in the Wa ngton,
D.C., Daily News of -Novembe: &, 1963,
entitled “Veto in Sight,” warny: 7 simply
that the comments by the Pr: -itent at
his press conference the ather &y with
regard to the so-called quality t:.biliza-
tion bill indicate that a veto .Zreatens
any such legislation of this :ind that
Congress should pass.

It would appear plain to all :h-t Con-
gress should simply disrezard :ov legis-
lation so unwise as this and so ' -aagerous
to the consumer and the smal: »isiness-
man in view of the certaln v '« facing
this legislation:

VETO IN SIGHT

Since late July, the House has v on its
calendar the so-called qurlity ¢ abilization
bill. This is the renamed price-fi: toz scheme
for drugs and other brand proc- s,

According to the fiossy lang e which
goes with this legislation, the bil’ v.;:uld wipe
out cut-throat competition in ine retail
‘business, get the consumers bet:~r products
and lower prices, save the “sma:  ousiness-
msn from extinctlon and In ~ther ways
benefit the general wellare and p«».perity.

But the alm of the bill is stil! <1e same—
to fix prices, up.

It attempts to do on a nation:: zcale what
some States have done, at » highk st to con~
sumers, and which other State 1rjed, only
to have the laws declared unc:-titutional
by their courts.

Any manufacturer, under thr: bill, who
puts out a product with his -uw:oe on it
could lay down the law t> any relailer who
offered the product for sale. ™he retmiler
would charge the manufactur: — price, or
else, And the U.8. Governmen. vould help
him enforce his edict.

The Justice Department, the  -eral Trade
Commission and other bran s of the
Government are opposed to th Ul Presi-
dent Kennedy says the officiz i who have
testified against it “have :poker: :x.y view.”

He coupled this statement wiiiy & remark
that he couldn’t “comment” ©:. ..ny legisla~
tion until it gets to his desk. 3ut in the
name of crrsistency, he woulc awe to veto
it. It conflicts with the spirit ¢ =il the anti-
trust, anti-price-fixing laws —nw on the
books, and with the gepcral 1. -1'cies of the
Kennedy administration

This should mean that the kill now on
the House Calendar is merely - exrercise in
futility. Every consumer wil! i:pe so.
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The Heritage of Pulaski

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, October22, 1963

Mr. ZABLOCKI Mr. Speaker, the
deeds: accomplished ky Gen» Casimir
Pulaski in our country during the Revo-
lutionary War are remembered each year
during Pulaski Day celisbrations.

At this year’s Pulaskl Day commento-

ration in Milwaukee, Wis., a student from,
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eration of Bar under the banner “For the
Faith and Liberty” could not save Poland
against the overwhelming power of Russian
armies, stationed in Poland, but the heroic
battles raging from the eastern parts of
Poland at the Castle of Okopy to the holy
shrine of Czestochows-—again awakened the
patriotic spirit of the nation and the hope
that Poland would be free from foreign
domination.

On the night of May 31, 1772, Casimir
Pulaski was forced to leave Poland and fate
willed that he was not to see his beloved
fatherland again.

Three years later in 1776, the first shots
of the Battle of Lexington reached him in
France. They were followed by the tale of
Bunker Hill, by the calling of the Conti-
nental Congress, and by the beginning of a

Don Bosco High School delivered an ad-\ full-sized war. Here again was a war against

dress which is remarkabile for its lucidity
and is an excellent summation of Py-
laski’s heritage.

As the student, Aleiander Sklenarz,
points: out, today, morz than ever, we
need the virtues which motivated Pu-
laski—unselfishness, indomitable cour-
age, readiness to sacrifice, and pa-
triotism. :

The heritage of Pulaski, who was quick
to fight against oppression on any soil
and continent, can be remembered here
in the United States wliere his partici-
pation in the American Revolution is an
example of his legacy.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the following
speech delivered by this student in Mil-
waukee on October 19 to the attention of
my colleagues:

We are gathered here t¢ commemorate a
hero of two continents, the great soldier of
liberty, who dled in the American Revolu-
tlon to @stablish the libertiss which we cher-
ish today, Casimir Pulaski gave his life for
the cause of American independence. He
was one of those rare sotls whose selfless
devotion becomes a symbol for lovers of free-
dom everywhere.

Born to wealth and privilége, he sacrificed
both in ithe struggle for the Ifreedom of his
native land and of America. He always
fought for principles and iceals, He sought
no persohal advantages, no rewards and he
Tound none. His life is a #tory of reverses,
defeats, privations, and disasters.

From the pages of the 18tlx century history
of Poland, comes a picture of a troubled and
unhappy: land. Gone were the days when
Poland controlled the whols of Eastern Eu-
rope from the Baltic to the Hlack Sea. CGone
were those days when the Palish cavalry un-

der King Jan Sobieski at Vienna had de-’

livered the crushing blow ajminst the Tur
and thus: freed Europe from the menace ¢f
Islam. Due to an unfavorable geograplic
position and unfortunate political circym-~
stances, the Polish King Stanislas August
Ponlatowski and his governmant becamednere
pawns in the hands of the Russians, wiio un-
der the pretenses of g friemily inte;é;b, n-
troduced ‘their armies into Poland. There
were Rusglan garrisons in ‘Warsaw and in
other prineipal cities of the country. No-
body can.deny that history repeats itself.
Only then it was Empress Catherine not
Khrushchev, but the pretenses were the same,
the same forelgn power, the same terror, and
the same violation of all Polisa liberties,

It was during these times that Casimir
Pulaski appeared in public life to again bring
glory upon Polish arms, to defy Russian op-
pression, gnd to unfurl the banner of real
freedom and independence,

By the time he was 21, he was to defeat
the Russians in several batt.es and by the
time he was 24 he was to have a European
r-putation’ as a sincere patriot and a hard
and resourceful fighter. The noble Confed-

“tyrants and Pulaski heard and understood
the battle cry.

"His passionate love of freedom, his desire
ght sgainst oppression on any soil and
conyinent, brought Pulaski to America with
a letder of recommendation from Benjamin
FrankNn to George Washington.

It wak here at the Battle of Brandywine
that Pulagkt, at the head of & small cavalry
detachme
and on Segember 15, 1777, Congress votdd

to commissi him as a brigadier gepdral
and commander of the horse. It S a
path of fame ich took Pulaski with the
leglon of his nafiqe to South Carc¥na and
his later death at'¢he siege of Sayannah at
the head .of Fren&\ forces ang’ American
cavalry.

Thus Casimir Pulag
to America with his Hfd
was dead at the age of 3
would have wished—in
for lberty, for those
doomed his father angd |

He had finished his‘course anud he left be-
hind him a noble mémory in 0 countries
separated by the gcean but bodynd by the
common ties of lo¥e of freedom. rhaps no
tribute was gredter than that of\his foe,
King 8tanislas-August Poniatowski “Puls.-
ki has died @S he lived-—a hero—but an
enemy of kings.” ,

Casimir Pulaski by his heroic life d
deeds on,the field of glory left a grégt
heritage , both the Polish and Americal
nations/

It whs not for the last time that Poles
Tought outside Poland against tyranis and
against oppression. Arter the partition of
Foland the unbounded love of freedom at-
trected thousands of Polish soldiers o the
panners of General Dabrowski in Italy, They

scarrled a proud motto on their banners:
,/ “For your freedom and ours.” And on. thelr
epaulets a sentence, “All freemen are
brothers.” It was amidst their ranks that
the immortal Polish national anthem was
born.,

It was again after the uprisings of 1830
and 1863 that Polish freedom fighters were
forced to leave Poland and fought in the
rznks of other natiorns. )

An American, Paul Super In his book the
‘‘Polish Tradition” says in thas respect: “In
waat army of what nation seeking liberty
have the Poles not fought? What war for
freedom has thelr sacrifice and death not
hallowed? In what land have Poles not died
Tor this to them dearest of all rights? No
important soil of Europe but covers their
baones, while their part in the American war
for national freedom 'is known to every
Armerican schoolboy.”

But the greatest exodus happened in 1939
whien a large Polish army, reborn outside of
Poland like Phoenix from the ashes, num-~
bering over 100,000 men, with a Polish Air
Force and a Polish Navy jolned the Western
Allies in the mortal struggle against Hitler-
isra. On all theaters of the war the Polish
forces took part in the famous and decisive

s broYher.

* B
November 8

battles at Narvik, Tobruk, Monte Cassino,
Bologna, and Falaise. Thousands of Poles
fell In these battles and sacrificed their lives
in the vain hope that Poland would regain
full freedom. .

But today, Mke in the days of Casimir
Pulaski, the government in Warsaw takes ite
orders from Russia. Only the name of the
Russlan Ambassador in Warsaw has changed
and it is no more Catherine but Khrushchev
who imposes his will upon the Polish
nation,

In the arsenal of each nation virtues are
the most impartant and decisive weapons.
This is the wealth of our” heritage; this is
our stockpiled ursenal of spiritual strength,
We Americans have a,¥6ng history of struggle;
each page of our Jlstory is full of hercism.
From Lexington A0 Iwo Jima, there has been
interwoven a ped thread of blood which like
the thread dgfvfiriadne has led the American
Nation thyéugh the labyrinth of times of
confusioy; trial snd hazards.

Tod the whole world is looking toward
d we are acclaimed the champions
the gigantic struggle be-

en two ideologies, which encompass the
hole world and all flelds of human activi~
tles: political, economic and cultural—we
must constantly be on our ‘guard and always
ready to fight for the ideals on which our
Western civilization is founded. Today more
than ever we neeq the virtues which moti-
vated Pulaski: unselfishness, indomitable
courage, readiness to sacrifice and patriotism,

We are looking confidently into the future
because we know and firmly believe that only
love of freedom breeds patriotism—~—only
patriotism assures victory.

ALEXANDER SKLENARZ,
Don Bosco High School,
Milwaukee, Wis.

False A'ssumptions in the District Crime
Bill

—

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
HON. DONALD M. FRASER

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, November 8, 1963

FRASER. Mr. Speaker, some
ago the House approved the Dig-
me bill, At that time a great
mbers voiced their objections
on hoth policy and consti-
tutional grotyds.
ssible to dilute the Con-
tory enactments, still,

judicial policy is now well grounded. It
erroneously assumes the existence of cer-
tain causal relationship Jbetween court
procedures and the commi‘ssjon of crimes.
The District has a fine bolice force;
they are not to be blamed for the DPresent
erime rate in the District. Police offi-
clals rightfully resent being made the
seapegoats in these situations: why do
they then engage in the same tactic by
castigating the courts and the law?
These points were explored more fully
by Prof. Yale Kamisar, of the Minnesota
Law School, in a paper prepared for de-
livery at the annual meeting of the
American Psychological Association, in
August. Professor Kamisar makes the
incontrovertible point that ecivil liberties
are not incorporated in our Constitution
only to be bent to the expediencies of the
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House of Representatives

The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, October 14, 1963, at 12 o’claock n.oa.

Senate

FRIDAY, OCTOBER. 11, 1963

(Legislative day of Thursday, October 10, 1963)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
and was called to order by the Vice Pres-
ident.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris,” D.D.,, offered the {following
prayer:

Our Father, God, frail children of
earth’s fleeting scenes, we  lift lame
hands of prayer to Thee who art from
everlasting to everlasting. From the
grinding daily schedules which drain our
strength and enmesh our hearts and
minds, we would for these dedicated
moments gaze up and out to the eternal
principles which give worth and mean-
ing to all that is'said or done here.

Purge our hearts of unworthy entangle-
ments and shabby selfish motives which

. may mar and blot the future's broaden-

ing way. In a world that has become a
neighborhood, and which we must make
a brotherhood or perish, join us to the
increasing legion that across the bound-
arles of prejudice, intolerance, and
hatred, extends the dominion of healing
good will. Out of the ruins of mankind’s
shattered hopes, may Thy kingdom come.
Thou who through storm and night art
still guarding and guiding, to Thee aloud
we cry, God save the state.

We ask it in the Name that is above
évery name. Amen.

THE JOURNAL =

On request of Mr. MaNSFIELD, and by
‘unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday,
October 10, 1963, was dispensed with.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting a
nomination was communicated to the
Senate by Mr, Miller, one of his secre-

. taries,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Rep-
resentatives, by Mr. Hackney, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed a bill (HR. 8747)
making appropriations for sundry inde-
pendent executive bureaus, boards, com-
missions, corporations, agencies, and
offices, for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1964, and for other purposes, in which
it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED
The bill (H.R. 8747) making appro-

priations for sundry independent execu-

tive bureaus, boards, commissions, cor-
porations, agencies, and offices, for the
fiscal year ending June 30. 1964, and
for other purposes, was read twice by
its title and referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING
SENATE SESSION

On request of Mr. MansrFIELD, and by
unanimous consent, the Permanent In-
vestigations Subcommittee, of the Com-
mittee on Government Overations, was
authorized to meet during the session of
the Senate today.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE
BUSINESS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that there be a
morning hour, limited to the introduc-
tion of bills, resolutions, and statements
by Senators not to exceed 3 minutes, and
not to extend beyond 12:15 p.m.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
Jection, it is so ordered.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOL! TiON
INTRODUCED
Bills and & joint resoluiion :e¢re in-
troduced, read the first iime, und, by
unanimous consent, the secor i time,
and referred as follows: -
By Mr. SPARKMAN:

S.2232. A Dbill to amend title { of the
Housing Act of 1949 to authorize -1 cation
payments thereunder in certain - i-itvional
cases for losses resulting fro:n the -i~place-
ment of property from an urba: :enewal
area; to the Committee on Ba: .inig and
Currency.

8.2233. A bill for the reief of Margaret
Rose Owen; to the Com:nittes ::n the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BREWSTER:
S.2234. A bill to provide fcr the : iablish~

ment and operation of an an:lytic.' risearch
experiment station at Frederick, ¥ .i.. to the
Commlittee on Interior and Iusula: 4 fairs,

(8ee the remarks of Mr. BrEw- '=: when
he Iintroduced the above bili, wh: 1 appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. KEATING:

S.J.Res. 127. Joint resolution f: = 'he re-
llef of certain Yugoslav rofuge: %0 the
Committee on the Judliciary

(See the remarks of Mr. KwaTIn:. v hien he
introduced the above joint rusolut. .« which
appear under a separate he:..ding o

Y
. o
RESOLUTION £
CREATION OF SELECT COM 4iT''EE

ON FOREIGN INFORMATI:3} AND

INTELLIGENCE

Mr. McCARTHY subm.tted .. rcsolu-
tion (8. Res. 213) creat:ng t° » Select
Committee on Foreign Inform: ‘in and

Intelligence, which was referr- 1 to the
Committee on Armed Services.

(See the above resolut:on p.a.ted in
full when submitted by Mr, M -CarTHY,
which appears under a =epar:c-e head-
ing) '
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ANALYTICAL RESEARCH EXPERI-
MENT STATION, FREDERICK, MD.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I
introduce, for appropriate reference, a
bill which has been submitted and rec-
omimended by the Secretary of the In-
terior, to provide for the esftablishment
and operation of an analytical research
experiment station at Frederick, Md.

I ask unanimous consent that the let-
ter from the Assistant Secretary of the
Interior explaining the proposed legis-
lation be printed in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and apprcpriately referred;
and, without objection, the letter will be
printed in the RECORD.

The bill (S. 2234) to provide for the
establishment and operation of an ana-
lytical research experiment station at
Frederick, Md., introduced by Mr.
BREWSTER, was receividd, read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee
on Interior and Insuler Affairs.

The letter presented by Mr. BREWSTER
is as follows:

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF T:3E SECRETARY,
‘Washington, D.C., September 9, 1963.
Hon. LYNDON B. JOHNSON,
President of the Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEeAr MR. PrRESIDENT: Eaclosed is a draft of
a proposed bill to provide for the establish-
ment and operation of ar.analytical research
experiment station at Froderick, Md.

We recommend that this bill be referred to
the appropriate committe¢e for consideration,
and that it be enacted.

The! proposed bill would provide authority
for the Secretary of the Interior to establish,
equip, and maintain a ‘tesearch laboratory
at Frederick, Md., to advance the conserva-
tion, development, and utilization of miner-
als by conducting invesilgations of preclse
analytical techniques essential to the effec-
tive pursult of metallurgical research and
applylng newly deévelopeid knowledge in the
preparation and identification of minerals
substances of extraordinary purity and exact
compasition.

The: Department has a'ithority for the es-
tablishment of this facility under the act
of March 3, 1915 (38 Stat. 959; 30 U.S.C. 8),
which directs the Secretary of the Interior
to establish and maintain the facilities nec-
essary to the conduct ¢f programs of the
Bureau of Mines, and wa¢ have utilized this
authority many times since enactment. Dur-
ing consideration of the Department of the
Interior and related agencies appropriation
bill for 1964 the House Committee on Appro~
priations and the House Committee on Inte-
rior and Insular Affairs, stated that specific
authorization should be obtained from the
Congress, after conslderation by the appro-
priate. legislative commitiees, for the estab-
lishment of a new facility. Under these cir-
cumstances, we are submitting the proposed
bill for consideration and recommend its
enactment.

Extraordinarily pure snd precisely com-
pounded substances dertved from mineral
sources frequently have significantly differ-
ent properties that simllar substances of
ordinary or commercilal eamposition. Desir-
able quallities attainable by achieving new
dimenslons in purity include unigue strength.
at extreme temperatures, impact resistance
in frigid cold, ability to sustain repeated and
prolonged shocks and loads, durability in
corrosive and erosive environments, and pre-
dicted'and controlled response to light, mag-
netism, electricitr, and nuclear particles.

‘For continued progress in this evolving
field an urgent need has become evident for
developing reliable, precise techniques for

the identification and measurement of a few
unwanted atoms in an otherwlse pure sub-
stance. Requirements of new electronic,
nuclear and metallurgical applications for
I terials of transcendental purity demand
analytical sensitivity a thousandfold or more
exact than obtainable by conventional pro-
cedures. Research at the proposed facllity
in the development of precise, accurate
analytical techniques will help the Bureau
of Mines keep pace with the Inecreasingly
stringent materials demands of the Nation’s
scientific and defense program.

This need for more rapid analytical pro-
cedures to Increase prcductlvity and regu-
late improved quality Iln the mining and
processing of minerals and metals has been
accentuated by the trend toward central-
ized control and automation. Research at
Frederick will be aimed at increased speed
and ultrahigh precision in analysis of rou-
tine samples and toward development of

techniques and apparatus for continuously”

probing and anelyzing gaseous, liguid, and
solld substances in transit and iln process.

The Center will he staffed and equipped to
provide-—

1. A capability for determining the ele-
mental composition of materials and for
development of new technigques of more
rapld, accurate, and sensitive analysis,

2. A capability for determining the atomic,
and molecular arrangements and crystal
structure in the substances belng examined
and in pure materials and compounds;

3. A capability for measuring thermody-
namic, kinetie, and thermoelectric proper-
tles of materials of preclsely known composi-
tion and structures; and

4. A capablility for preparation of organic,
inorganic, metallo-organic, cermets, and
polymeric materials of precise composition.

' The avallability of optical, electronic, nu~
clear particle, and analogous highly special-
ized equipment and virtually sterile labora-
tory facilities for the first three items will
provide an attendant opportunity and ca-
pacity for item (4).

The Bureau's effort and corollary activity
by Industry, and other Ciovernment agencies
in this scientific field will be strengthened
and accelerated by the new research center’s
abilities for concerted attention to the solu-
tion of pressing analytical and determinative
problems.

The 87th Congress appropriated funds for
planning and designing a facility at Fred-
erick, Md. The funds for this limited purpose
were transferred to the General Services Ad-
ministration by the Department of the Inte-
rior. The initial planning and the architect-
engineer contract for this project were nego-
tiated and are being administered by-the
General Services Administration. We plan
to utilize the services of the General Services
Administration for construction of the build-
ings in the same manner.

The proposed bill would authorize an ap-
propriation of (a) %2,500,000 for the erection
and equipment of a building or buildings;
and (b) such sums as are necessary annually
for the mailntenance and operation of the
statlon. It is estimated that the annual
appropriation for the first 5 years will be less
than $1 million.

In the hearings before a subcommittee of
the Committee on Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 87th Congress, 2d session,
which preceded the appropriation it was
stated:

“In the whole materials area the single
most inhibiting factor in the development
and use of metals and alloys Is the inade-
quacy of known analytical methods and
analytical devices.

“Trace analysis, the maasurement of a few
unwanted atems in an cotherwise pure solid,
is the most critical area in the entire spec-
trum of materials research. Although meth-
ods have been developed to allow routine
analyses of impurities in quantities of only

N
October 11

parts per million, the requiremenits of new
electronic and metallurgical applications
demanding ultra-high-purity materials have
multiplied sensitivity requirements to mere
parts per billion. Froducts now can be ob-
talned in such pure form that they often
surpass the limits of current analytical
techniques.

“Without constant honing of the sensitiv-
ity and accuracy of established analytical
techniques and continued development of
new methods we cannot keep pace with the
demands imposed by the Nation’s scientific
and defense materials program. The Bu-
reau of Mines proposes to accent its en-
deavors in this vital area. An integrated
five-point program will be initiated, includ-
ing improvements of preconcentration meth-
ods, utilization of radiocactive tracer and
activation analysis techniques, application
of new scientific analytical instruments such
as the recently developed atomic absorption
spectrometer and solid anhalysis mass spec-
trometer, development of improved measure-
ment instruments, and fundamental investi-
gation of new concepts of impurity detec-
tion.

“The Bureau of Mines proposes the estab-
lishment of a new center where talents and
efforts can be concentrated upon this critical
problem and to which research sclentists in
the Government, private research institu-
tlons, and industry can look for solution of
analytical problems.”

By contributing to the technological ad-
vancement of U.S. industry in the prepara-
tion and quality control of minerals, met-
als, and fuels, the Bureau program at Fred-
erick would encourage and sustain U.S.
leadership in this important area of our
economy. The proposed new facility would
help to maintsin a preeminent position in
minerals production and utilization.

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that
there is no objection to the presentation of

., this draft bill from the standpoint of the

Sincerely yours, -
JounN M. XELLY,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

\id:ninistration’s program.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN YUGOSLAV
REFUGEES

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, I in-
troduce, for appropriate reference, a
joint resolution for the relief of certain
Yugoslav crewmen who are seeking polit-
ical asylum in this country. These men
are faced with forceable deportation un«
less Congress acts in their behalf, Be-
fore returning these men to a Commu-
nist state I feel that a full inquiry should
be made into the equities of each case.
The joint resolution I am introducing
will provide the basis for such a proce-~
dure.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint
resolution will be received and appro-
priately referred.

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 127)
for the relief of certain Yugoslav ref-
ugees, infroduced by Mr. KEATING, was
received, read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Commitiee on the Judi-
ciary.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN
INFORMATION AND INTELLI-
GENCE
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I

have long held that a joint committee of

Congress was hecessary to exercise con-

tinuing supervision over the Central In-

telligence Agency. For whatever reason
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number of occasions while I was a Mem-
ber of the House of Representatives I
introduced bills to create a joint com-
mittee on foreign information and in-
telligence. I have introduced Senate
Joint Resolution 61 in this Congress
which is similar to the resolutions I have
introduced in previous Congresses for
the creation of such a committee. A
number of other Senators and Repre-
sentatives have introduced comparable
resolutions. :

Considerable public attention has been
focused upon the Central Intelligence
Agency as a result of the problems we
are encountering in South Vietnam.
Numerous questions have also been raised
about the knowledge which we had con-
cerning the recent military takeovers in
the Dominican Republic and Honduras.

On Sunday, October 6, the New York
Times published an editorial entitled
«State Within a State?” concerning the
Central Intellizence Agency. The edi-
torial called for the appointment of a
joint committee on intelligence.

James Reston, in the same issue of the
New York Times, devoted his column to
the Central Intelligence Agency and some
of the problems it is encountering.

The Washington Post of October 8
called for a congressional inquiry into
the Central Intelligence Agency.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article and editorials be
printed at this point in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editori-
als were ordered to be pririted in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the New York Times, Cet. 6, 1963]

STATE WITHIN A STATE?

Is the Central Intelligence Agency a state
within a state?

President Kennedy's recall -of the head of
CIA operations in South Vietnam, coming
after persistent reports of discord between
him and Ambassador Lodge, appears to pro-
vide substantial corroboration to the long-
volced charges that our intelligence organiza-
tion to often tends to make policy.

The CIA is a large and, on the whole, well-
organized intelligence apparatus, which
knows and employs all the tricks of the trade.
But it not only gathers intelligence; it oper-
ates saboteurs, guerrillas, and other para-
military forces. And its operations—partic-
ularly if they are not carefully programed,
controlled, and directed—tend willy-nilly to
influence policy, if not to maks it.

The Agency has many extremely able men.
But 1t operates behind the cloak of anonym-
ity and secrecy—ahd secrecy adds to power.
When the same organization collects intelli-
gence and evaluates it, and, at the same
time, conducts clandestine opzrations——and
when that organization is as powerful and
as well financed as the CIA-—there is an in-
evitable tendency for some of its personnel
to assume the functions of kingmakers.

Communist imperialism and the exigencies
of the nuclear age have brought us eons
away—whether we like it or not—from the
era of 1929, when Sécretary of State Stim-
son closed the Nation’s only code-breaking
organization with-the remark that “gentle-
men do not read each other’s mail.”” Today
we must read the other fellow’s mail if we
want to survive.

A joint Congressional Committee on Intel-
ligence, so long urged but so often frus-
trated by congressional pride of place and
petty jealousles, should be established to
monitor- our intelligence services, to safe-

present to a free soclety.

[From the New York Times, Oct. 6, 1963]

‘How To Make THINGS WORSE THAN THEY
REALLY AEKR

(By James Reston)

WASHINGTON, October d5.~—John McCone,
the headman at the Central Intelligence
Agency, is discovering in Vietnam, as his
predecessor, Allen Dulles, did in Cubsa, that
running a secret service for & big, gabby
country is a very dicy business.

He Is now accused pubiicly of differing
with his Government's policy in Saigon,
which he denies, and he takes the whole
controversy so seriously that he has con-
vinced himself that there 1s a conspiracy
inside the Government and 1n the press to
destroy his Agency.

This is a serlous thing if true, for the
cold war is In part a war of insurgency and
counterinsurgency, and in such a war an
effective secret service is increasingly im-
portant. But so far as can be determined
here, there is no evidence ol any conspiracy
either by or against the CI1A in Vietnam.

AN OLD DISPUTE

There is a jurisdictional dispute between
the CIA and the State and Defense Depart-
ments. There always has been. State has
always been afraid CIA would not restrict
itself to the gathering of intelligence but
would go beyond that to interpret thelr In-
telligence In such a way a&s fo influence or
make policy.

Similarly, the Defense Department has
always been afrald the CIA would get into
the fleld of actual operations, as it did in
Cuba. Thus, State and Defense, jealous of
their policy and operations functions, re-
spectively, have always been suspicious of
CIA and prone to complain io the press
whenever they think they see evidence of
encroachment.

These feelings were savagely pressed in
the first Cuban crisis. They have been heard
agaln about Vietnam, hut the analogy with
Cuba is misleading.

No doubt McCone and his headman in
Salgon, John-H. Richardson, who hes now
been called home, have strong views about
both policy and operations in Vietnam. It
would be surprising if they didn’t.

The CIA was deeply involved in Vietnam
long before the 14,000 U.8. troops were sent
there. The CIA helped train the Vietnamese
Army. And they were aiready close to
President Diem and his brother, Ngo Dinh
Nhu, before President Kennedy made hils
decision that a major counterinsurgency
operation should be launched in Vietnam.

Thus, by the time the Buddhist temples
were raided, starting the present crisis, the
CIA, State and Defense officlals were not only
operating In Salgon but were deeply involved
emotionally and had different vlews about
how the United States should react to the
ralds.

The differing views, however, did not
always follow the party line of the three gov-
ernment agencies. Some men in State
thought a major effort should be made to
force changes in the policies and personnel
of the Diem government. Others thought
that while such changes were desirable, they
could not be forced without weakening the
war effort. But these conflicting views ex-
isted within all three agencies, including the
CIA In Saigon, and Presiflent Kennedy him-
self first supported the first line and then the

~ gecond.

This was not, then, un Alfred Hltchcock
spectacular involving the CIA versus the Rest,
It was an honest diffcrence over whether
a purge of the Diem government was possible
and whether such a purge would or would
not help the war effort.

the judgment of some of its own pr opie but
with the support of most of its to: e:ficials,
issued a private directive in suppe¢:i -f 'y
ing to force a change in the Dien- govern-
ment.

It did not check this out with A {o see
whether CIA’s intelligence would « :cw that
such a purge could be forced. N.r did it
tell the Defense Department abon - he dl-
rective. So CIA and Defense, whic': .n gen-
eral were not for trylng the ourge -v-re not
amused.

What is surprising about all th:.= is that
McCone should be so surprised a:+i tender
about the criticism and the belai 3 cfforts
of the White House to tidy thing: us.

This country is always going tc r suspi-

cious of any Government secr:. service
agency, especlally after Cuba. and . i» lkely
to get all the more susplcious -Fen the

spooks see a great conspiracy in the renorting
of their activities.

[From the Washington Posi, Oc!. b,
OUR MaN IN Sa'6ON

The recall of the CIA chicftain 1 South
Vietnam should not be an occasi: 1 for re-
crimination. It should be an oc asion for
some useful reconsideration of ti ~ general .
role of an intelligence agency in . 'r-ign af-
falrs. Ambassador Lodge Is repor »tly con-
cerned about the prevailing arangement
that makes the CIA both an In oi:igence-
gathering organization and an r -erational
agency in the field. Mr. Lode is 1w +lone in
his concern,

In theory, within the CIA, the i- “lligence
and operational activities ave kep. :cparate.
In practice, the two functions can: . be kept
apart so easlly; experlence has s .o vn thab
agency operatives in the fleld have . t: udency

19631

to use intelligence to suppost an - »-rational
that

decision. The result, too ofter- is
Washington receives neithor im
telligence nor henefits from opera
on g hard-headed perception of re:

Clearly the CIA is at a disadvaxn
public debate of its activities; ' e agency
cannot speak for itself. Suecess -ifen goes
unnoticed; failure just as often r 1. lead to
an exaggeration of the CIA’s res -ousibility.
This is the price that secrcey e:=cis. But
public concern in the Agency’s p -rivrmance
is legitimate and should not be ec -aied with
an attempt to smear or to ‘mpea: 1 the mo-
tives of any CIA official.

What is sorely needed is a th:rcugh and
fair overall study of the intelli:-rce com-
munity. Such an inquiry cught . <ieal with
rivalry between the CIA and the *:e‘ense In-
telligence Agency. It ought to ¢ av on ex-
perience in other countries vhere «iziligence
and operatlonal activities are i dsed with
separate organizational eniities. 2nd Con-
gress should take the initiative v L-unching
such a study.

For too many years, Members - Congress
have closed their eyes to the nee i Jor leglis-
lative scrutiny into intelligence -»perations.
Yet who else can do the job? Ilie public
lacks the facts; the administr- icn has a
record to defend; the agency ca: nit be ex-
pected to study itself. Enough I as come to
light to justify an impartial inc :iry, which
might properly be conducted b: 4 special
legislative commission drawing <+ members
of both chambers and upon priv -t citizens
of stature and experience.

If an investigation should

by,
g2 in any

¢ IgOVer  no

grounds for changing the prese:: arrange-
ment, public apprehension would ‘e lessened.
If an investigation should discl e need for
basic changes, then the countr- might be
saved from future embarrassmen In either
cage, the United States would b tae gainer
and Congress would have disch: 1 -d a duty
that it has been far too relnictan: .« perform.

Mr., McCARTHY. Mz:. Pre i-ient, the
time ‘has come for Congress i it will
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not establish a joint committee or a con-
tinuing committee, to appoint a special
committee or select committee to con-
duct ‘an immediate investigation into all
the activities of the Cantral Intelligence
Ageney and its organization, particularly
those activities which have been attrib-
uted ;to the Agency in South Vietnam
and, at the present tine, in Central and
South America.

Mri President, I submit for appropriate
reference a resolution vzhich would create
a seldct committee of the Senate to con-
duet such an investigation and report to
the Senate not later than January 31,
1964. I am hopeful that the Senate will
take action on the resolution immedi-
ately.:

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in the
Recorp an editorial entitled “Watchdog
for CIA,” published in the Washington
Daily News of October 8, 1963.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

WATCHDOG FuR CIA

Though bad blood among U.S. agencies in
South Vietnam is officlally denied, the fact
remains that the head of (entral Intelligence
Agency operations in tha; country has been
called home for consultations.

And that this recall promptly follows the
return of Defense Secretery McNamara and

Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor frcm an investigation

of affairs in South Vietnamn.

The facts concerning this intelligence or-
ganization are exceedingly hard to come by,
and properly so. No reasonable person would
expect the CIA to publizize its operation.
Any such policy would destroy its usefulness.

But an excess of secrecy, we suggest, is
goad neither for the country nor the CIA
which,  under present arrangements, isn't
even accountable to Congress.

Even the top-secret Atomic Energy Com-
mission comes under the v.ew of g Joint com-
mittee of Congress, the riembers of which
committee are able to influence, defend, and
interpret the policies of AJIIC without expos-
ing any of its secrets.

Proposals- to establish a similar commlittee
for CIA repeatedly have fuzzed out without
action. - Congress should be prompted by
current:events to establish such a committee.

The CIA operation, admittedly highly nec-
essary under present world conditions, is
something relatively new for the United
States and is accepted reluctantly by a. free
society. But minimum congressional super-
vision is essential to public confidence that
it operates effectively and stays within the
bounds of its avowed mission.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be received and appropristely
referred.

The resolution (S. Res. 213) was re-
ferred to the Committée on Armed Serv-
ices, as follows:

Resolved, That there is hereby created a
select committee to be known as the Com-
mittee on Foreign Informétion and Intelli-
gence and to consist of nine Senators to be
appointed by the President of the Senate as
soon as .practicable after the date of adop-
tion of this resolution.

SEc. 2.' It shall be the duty of such com-
mittee to make a full and complete investi-
gation and study of the Ceatral Intelligence
Agency dnd to report its findings and recom-
mendations to the Senate no later than Jan-
uary 31, 1964. No proposed. legislation shall
be referred to such commiittee, and such
committee shall not have power to report by
bill or otherwise have legisletive jurisdietion.

r—
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Sec. 8. The sald committiee, or any duly
authorized subcommittee thereof, is author-
ized to st and act at such places and times
during the sessions, recesses, and adjourned
periods of the Senate, to require by subpena
or otherwise the attendance of such wit-
nesses and the production of such books,
papers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, to procure
such printing and binding, and to make such
expenditures as it deems advisable.

Sec. 4. A majority of the members of the
committee or any subcoramittee thereof shall
constitute a quorum for the transaction of
business, except that a lesser number, to be
fixed by the committee, shall constitute a
quorum for the purpose of taking sworn
testimony.

Sec. 5. The commlittee shall have power to
employ and fix the compensation of such offi-
cers, experts, and employees as it deems nec-
essary in the performance of its duty. ‘The
committee is authorized to utilize the serv-
ices, information, facilities, and personnel of
the varicus departments and agencies of the
Government to the extent that such services,
information, facilities, and bersonnel, in the
opinion of the heads of such departments
and agericies, can be furnished without 1in-
due interference with the performance of the
work and duties of such departments and
agencies. The commlittee 1s authorized to
procure, by contract or otherwise, the serv-
ices of publlec or private organizations or
institutions. .

Sec. 8. The expenses of the committee, in
an amount not to exceed $200,000 shall be
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate
upon vouchers approved hy the chalrman, i

4/"

ASSISTANCE TO INSTITUTIONS OF
HIGHER LEARNING-—AMENDMENT
(AMENDMENT NO, 222

Mr. KEATING. My, President, I sub-
mit an amendment, intended to be pro-
posed by me, to H.R. 6143, the higher
education bill, I ask that it be ordered
to lie on the table and he printed.

Mr. President, this amendment would
add a new title to the bill which would
allow an income tax deduction for tui-
tion and fees paid to institutions of high-
er education. It represents a revision of
a bill I introduced earlier this year (S.
1236) to allow tax deductions for tuition
and fee payments to educational insti-
tutions at all levels, whether public or
private. The amendment now being sent
to the desk differs from my original bill
in two major respects, JFirst, instead of a
flat $300 per person maximum deduction,
it would permit deduction of all tuition
and fee payments in excess of 5 percent
of the taxpayer’s adjusted gross income,
with no fixed maximum. And secondly,
in order to keep the amendment germarnie
to the bill at harid, I have limited its
application to payments for higher edu-
cation only, but still without regard to
whether the institution is public or pri-
vate supported.

In advancing this amendment, I am
fully aware objection will be raised that
it basically affects the raising of revenue
and therefore should not originate in the
Senate. Iam nevertheless putting it for-
ward now so that it may stimulate re-
newed discussion of the virtues and fea-
slbility of aiding all levels of education
through the income tax structure. T also
intend to obtain new Treasury Depart-
‘ment reports on this and other tax de-
duction proposals so that, in the event
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this particular amendment is withdrawn,
defeated, or ruled out of order on consti-
tutional grounds with respect to the
higher education hill (HR. 6143), I shall
be prepared to reoffer it as an amend-
ment to the tax bill, where, of course, it
would be perfectly in order.

Let me just conclude by saying, as so
many have said, that I know of no better
way to further investment in higher edy-
cation and to alleviate hardships to par-

.ents and students who these days must

bear terrific expense, than by the tax
deduction route, and, in my judegment,
now is the right time to make g start
down that road,

I ask unanimous consent that the text
of this amendment be printed following
my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be received, printed, and lie on
the table; and, without objection, the
amendment will be printed in the RECORD.

The amendment (No. 222) is to insert
?tt'lthe end of the bill, the following new

itle:

TITLE IV—INCOME TAX DEDUCTION FOR TUITION
AND FEES PAID TO INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER
EDUCATION

Allowance of deduction

SEC. 401. (a) Part VII of subchapter B of
chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954 (relating to additional 1temized deduc-
tlons for individuals) Is amended by re-
humbering section 217 as 218, and by insert-
ing after section 216 the following new sec-
tion: -

“SEc. 217. TUITION AND FEES PAlD TO INSTITU~
TIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION.

“(a) ALLOWANCE oF DEpuctioN—In the
case of an individual there shall be allowed
as a deduction amounts pald by the taxpayer
during the taxable year to an institution of
highed education for tuition and fees for the
attendance of the taxpayer, his spouse, or a
dependent at such institution of higher edu-
catlon, but only to the extent the amounts
50 paid exceed 5 percent of the taxpayer’s ad-
Justed gross income for the taxable year,

“(b) LiMITATION WITH RESPECT TO
Spouse.—Deductlon shall be allowed under
subsection (a) for amounts paid during the
taxable year for tultion and fees for the
spouse of the taxpayer only if—

“(1) the taxpayer is entitled to an exemp-
tion for his spouse under section 151 (b) for
the taxable year, or

“(2) the taxpayer flles a joint return with
his spouse under section 6013 for the taxable
year.

“{¢) REDUCTION FOR CERTAIN SCHOLARSHIPS
AND FELLOWSHIPS.—Amounts paid for tuition
and fees with respect to any individual which
{but for this subsection) would be taken
into account under subsection (a) shall, un-
der regulations prescribed by the Secretary
or his delegate, be reduced by any amounts
recelved by or for such individual during the
taxable year as a scholarship or fellowship
grant (within the meaning of section 117
(a) (1)) which under section 117 is not in-
cludible in gross income.

“(d) DerinrrioNs.—For purposes of this
section—"

“(1) DEPENDENT.—The term ‘dependent’
has the meaning assigned it by section 152
(a).

“(2) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION .-—
The term ‘institution of higher education’
has the meaning assigned’to it by section
30l(a) of the College Academic Facilities
Act,

“(e) TrADE or BUSINESS EXPENSES.—Sub-
section (a) shall not apply to any amount
paid which is allowable as a deduction under
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ure we are now considering. I believe a
base plan of the type I suggested would
have been an effective instrument in re-
ducing surpluses, and as it did so, it
would reward those dairy farmers who
had reduced their producticn. There is
no logic whatsoever in encouraging the
production of $3 milk in an area where
producers need $5 to $6 to cover the cost
of producing milk,

However, it soon became apparent dur-
ing the hearings that my bill was too
severe for any serious consideration.
There was too much active opposition to
it by major segments of the industry.
As a matter of fact, even after the De-

partment of Agriculture rroposed less i

stringent language it was still thought
too severe by some.

Be that as it may, the fact remaing
that my bill was unacceptable.

In its place, however, we have a bill,
S. 1915, which I believe will be helpful,
over a period of years, in reducing pro-
duction in market order arcas. As a re-
sult we anticipate that there will be some
savings to.the taxpayer, and ab the same
time a slight increase in income to
farmers.

T am a realist, therefore, I have given
up hope on my bill. Instead, I support
S. 1915, the measure now before the Sen-
ate, because it will accomplish some good.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will eall the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that further pro-
ceedings under the quorum call be re-
scinded. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HART
in the chair). Without objection, it is
so ordered.

Mr, PELL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

‘Mr. McCARTHY. I yield to the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island.

Mr. PELL. I thank the Senator from
Minnesota for yielding to me. ‘

The

: OF
AND OPERATIONAL FUNCTIONS
IN THE CIA

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, the assess-
ment of intelligence and the carrying
out of covert or paramilitary opera-
tional activities are two very different
functions. These days we often hear
the words “conflict of interest.” But, if
there was ever a conflict of interest, it
is when the same group of men, first,
collect intelligence and make an assess-
ment of the intelligence they have col-
lected and coordinated, and then, sec-
ondly, proceed to carry out an operation
on the basis of the selfsame intelligence
they have collected and sassessed. The
temptation to trim the intelligence or,
at least, their assessment of it, to suit
the operation is well nigh irresistible.

An excellent example of the tragic re-
sults that can result from the failure to
separate the assessment of intelligence

from operational activities. was demon-

strated at the Bay of Pigs 2% years ago.
No. 161——9
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If one result was drawn, if one lesson
was learned, from that affair, it was that
the responsibility for intelligence collec-
tion and assessment must be separated
from the responsibility for carrying out
operational activities.

I remember being among the small
group of public officials who publicly
took a stand prior to-the Bay of Pigs,
warning that an invasion would be un-
likely of success since the majority of
the Cuban people at that time favored
the regime, a conclugion derived from
my own visit to Cuba following my elec-
tion in 1960 and a cenclusion which I
announced publicly after my return.
After the Bay of Pigs, a board was set
up and the general impression was that
there would be drastie overhauls in our
Central Intelligence Agcehey, including a
separation o1 Tesponsibility between
those who gather and assess intelligence
as opposed to those who carry out oper-
ational activities.

In fact, not only does the centraliza-
tion of responsibility -for the gathering
and assessment of intelligence and the
carrying out of subsequent operations
rest under the same roof here in Wash-
ington, but the chiets of station in the
field appear to be carrying on these dual
and conflicting responsibilities.

In this connection, too, we all recall
President Kennedy’s instruction to our
Government personel abroad on May 29,

1961, when he said that Qply the Amer-

ican Ambassador shouid be responsible

15T Bl ATnerican Covernment achvities
£l € President instructe

5 that
&acn  Ambassador be fully informed
about the activities of all agencies of
the American Government in the coun-
try to which he is assigned. Yet, I must
say that the Ambassador who is both
completely at ease and fully informed
about all the activities conducted by
American Government people in the
aren of his assignment and aware of all
the messages home is indeed a rare bird.
=1 fully realize that the Central Intel-
ligence Agency is in general run and
manned by remarkably brilliant, dedi-
cated, and responsible individuals and

T also

that it has scored many successes.
INTELLIGENCE f realize that, being an intelligence orga- -

nization, the Central Intelligence Aigncy_
is in the defenseless nosition ol being
attacked for its public failures buf un-
_agle to discuss freely its successes.

The question where there is doubt in
my mind is whether the total number of
successes outweigh the total number of
fajlures; whether our American national
interest in totality has been helped or
hampered by the Central Intelligence
Agency. And, when this determination
is made, I believe we must separate the
intelligence and assessment functions
from the operational functions.

My own personal view is that a com-
plete, fair assessment would show that
the United States would have., on bal-
ance, gained greatly as the result of its
intelligence collection and assessment ac-
tivities. But I also believe that, on bal-
ance, the U.S. national interest may well
have lost more than it has gained from
its CIA operational activities, particular-
ly if one takes into account the lives and
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the dollars that have bheen “:si in the
carrying out of these activit: s And I
believe that an objective api r+isal will
show that when decisicns ¢ carry out
operational activities have go: v sour, the
reason for clouded judgraents iu:s simply
been that the same group a:s—sses the
intelligence and then procee::s to carry
out the operation.

Actually, in South Victnam. -shere, as
the public press has set fori :, have
had an excellent and ver a‘i\ Central
Thtelligence Agency Chil ol T Lt,_x_'or;, WEe
TS 1IN0 oursclves in a Bet 7 “position
if there were a greater sep: ~:+tion be-
tween collecting and assessirt of intel-
ligence on the one hand and i{ie carry-
ing out of the subsequent op.rilions on
the other. We might rot th ' be play-
ing quite the same role we ncw do where
the United States is helping isance and
arm the South Vietnam regi .¢'s special
forces, which carry out the :2-secution,
beating up, and abuse of r ‘l:tical op-
ponents. I do hope that, in «+(ler to im-
prove our situation in Sou n Vietnam
and throughout the world, hi: admin-
istration will make more pc=itive steps
to separate the responsibili:ies for the
gathering and assessment of inielligence
from the carrying out of sub:2uent op-
erational activities.

In this connection, T ask 1aanimous
consent to insert in the RE: b at this
point a well thought-out editcrial from
Tuesday’s Washington Post :liustrating
the necessity of such a separ :teomn

There being no objection, 1w editorial
was ordered to be print~d in ©n2 RECORD,
as follows:

OUR MaN IN SAIGG ¢

The recall of the CIA chiefi i1 in South

Vietnam should not be in oc:c:s:on for re-

crimination. It should »he an -»casion for
some useful reconsideration of the general
role of an intelligence agenc  n foreign

affairs.
cerned about the prevailing arra:
makes the CIA both an intelli;¢i:ce-gather-
ing organization and an opera:'uaal agency
in the fleld. Mr. Lodge is not uwone In his
concern.

In theory, within the CIA, th - intelligence
and operational activitie: are iept separate.
In practice, the two functions ¢:: 11wt be kept
apart so easlily; experience ha: chown that
agency operatives in the field ha ¢ a tendency
to use intelligence to support a i operational

Ambassador Lodge is re:u-tedly con-
<iment that

decision. The result, too of en, Is that
Washington receives neither moartial in-
telligence nor benefits from op: -a-ions based
on a hard-headed perception :: reality.
Clearly the CIA is at a disadv: 1’age in any
public debate of its activities -he agency
canhnot speak for itself. Succc:s often goes

unnoticed; failure just as of:=-p may lead
to an exaggeration of the CIA% ' »eponsibility.
This is the price that socrecy ezancts. But
public concern in the agency’s r-~riormance is
legitimate and should not be “guated with
an attempt to smear or to im; ach the mo-
tives of any CIA official.

What is sorely needed is a fhwrough and
fair overall study of the inteliirence com-
munity. Such an inquiry ougl ¢ io deal with
rivalry between the CIA :und ti: - Hefense In-
telligence Agency. It cught tr. draw on ex-
perience in other countries whe « intelligence
and operational activitizs are 1:dged with
separate organizational ontitie: And Con-
gress should take the inisiative :r launching
such a study.

For too many years, Membe:: [ Congress
have closed their eyes tc the r+ed for legis-
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lative scrutiny into intelligence operations.
Yet who else can do the job? The public
lacks the facts; the admini!stration has a
record to defend; the Agency cannot be ex-
pected to study itself. Enough has come to
light to justify an impartial inquiry, which
might properly be conducted by a special
legislative commlission drawing on Members
of both Chambers and upon private citizens
of stature and experience.

If an investigation show.d discover no
grounds for changing the present arrange-
ment, public apprehension would be less-
ened. If an Investization should disclose
need for basic changes, thén the country
might be saved from future ambarrassment.
In either case,- the Untted States would be
the gainer and Congress would have dis-
charged u duty that it has been far too reluc-
tant to perform.

Mr. PELL. I thank the Senator from
Minnesota for yielding, and recall to his
mind that I was a cosporsor with him
in the previous Congress of a resolution
that would have gone far in this direc-
tion, establishing a joint ¢committee for
supervision of the Central Intelligence
Agency.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I
was pleased to yield to the Senator from
Rhode Island. There are special prob-
lems regarding the Central Intelligence
Ageney. I join him in egpressing the
hope that the Ageney itsell’ may support
changes such as he recoimnmends, and
that the administration may respond not
only to the criticisms about the Central
Intelligence Agency and -some of the
more or less obvious inditations of its
operational failures, but what I think
are some of the inadequacies of the
whole structure of intelligeince gathering
and intelligence interpretation, and de-
termine its action based on such infor-
mation and interpretations,
~ If such action is not fortheoming
from the! Agency and such support is
not fortHecoming from tiae executive
branch of the Government, Congress
should move on its own initiative to try
to improve the general opeiations of the
Agency.

i——

REDUCTION OF EXCESY% MARKET-
INGS OF MILK

The Senate resumed the vonsideration
of the bill: (8, 1915) to amend the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act, as reensacted
and amended by the Agricaltural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as amend-
ed, and to encourage the reduction of
excess marketings of milk, and for
other purposes.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, at
the proper time tomorrow, on behalf of
myself, the Senator from Cregon [Mrs.
NEuBErRGER] and the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. McGoveErN] I shall
call up an amendment to the pending
legislation, Amendment No. 193,

There is widespread unrest and un-
easiness and concern among dairy farm-
ers. In my opinion such concern on the
part of dairy farmers is whally justified.
They find themselves in sm economic
situation which continues t3 grow more
and more: distressing. Dairy farmers
are not receiving the benefils or returns
from their work which are justified.
Nor are they receiving the benefits of
the Government program which was de-
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signed to insure et least a reasonable
return to them for what they contribute
tc the general economy and general wel-
fare.

There is little hope for improvement
in this situation unless Congress takes
steps to reduce the surplus which de-
presses the dairy market and takes some
steps to insure that dairy farmers will
receive  something approaching a fair
return, or &t least & fairer return, in the
way of payment for that which they
produce,

The legislation being sponsored today
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Proxmirel takes one very limited step
toward that objective, but, in my judg-
ment, it falls far short of what is needed.

Of the major farm commodities which
are under mandatory price supports,
orly the dairy industry shows a decline
in the support prices received today as
campared to 3 years ago.

In 1960, the average support price for
wheat was $1.78 a bushel. In 1963, the
average support price was $2.

In the case of corn, in 1960 it was
$1.06 a bushel. In 1963 it is $1.25 a
bushel.

In the case of cotton, the price per
pound for upland, middling one-inch,
wes $0.3242 in 1960. In 1963, it is $0.3247.

In the case of peanuts, the 1960 aver-
age price support was $0.1006. Itis $0.112
in 1963.

In the case of rice, it was $4.42 in
1960. 1In 1963, 1tis $4.71.

in the case of Plue-cured (11-14) to-
bacco, it was $0.555 in 1960. In 1963 it
is $0.566.

In the cace of milk for manufacturing
purposes, the average support price in
1960 per hundred pounds was $3.22. In
1963 it is down o $3.14.

in my opinion, the producers of nearly
all farm commodities deserve a higher
income and a better price for their com-
modities. But it is clear from the com-
parative position of dairy price supports
and dairy income that dairy farmers
have more reason for dissatisfaction and
greater need for remedial legislation—
and that Congress, therefore, has a
greater responsibility in this area.

The proposed legislation should be
considered 1ot only as dealing with the
dairy indusfry, but also against the
whole broad background in our approach
to what is called the “farm problem.”

Some commentators through the
years have referred to what they call the
farm bloc, and in recent months have
obzerved that the farm bloc is ‘“‘gone” or
has disintegrated. I believe it is mis-
leading to refer to a farm bloe, since
there is no such organized bloc in Con-
gress.

Of course, Members of Congress have
a particular concern and a particular
responsibility for farmers who produce
specific crops in their districts or States.

However, the record of Congress over
the past 25 years shows that many im-
portant pieces of farm legislation were
enacted with the active support of Mem-
bers of Congress from urban districts
anc urban States. In other words, farm
legislation was not “put over” by adding
up a farm bloc of sufficient votes to pass
its legislation, or placed on the statute
books by a kind of log-rolling operation,
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Rather, it was in response to recognition
by a majority of the Members of Con-
gress of a justification and a -need for
this type of legislation, even though- ik
applied primarily to the agricultural
sector of our economy and to farmers.

There have besn some partisan dif-
ferences, of course, with respect to the
correct approach to farm legislation.
However, this is true with respect to al-
most every issue that comes before Con-
gress. We should not enact legislation
on & “bloc” basis. Congress should take
problems as they come and review them
and determine whether legislation is
needed. The judgment should be based
ultimately on whether legislation is in
the national interest, and what is de-
manded by justice. If we were to act
only when the States represented by a
majority of the Members of Consgress
were directly benefited, much of the leg-
islation in the way of development of
water resources, and of other important
conservation undertakings, which char-
acterized the last 50 yvears of our his-
tory, would never have been initiated.

It is said that many Members of Con-
gress are now indifferent to farmers and
farm problems, particularly since the
wheat program was rejected. I do not
know whether it is true. Perhaps action
on the pending dairy program may af-
ford the first real test. Certainly I hope
it is not true because the problems and
difficulties of dairy farmers are serious
and need attention.

The dairy program is not the same
as the wheat program. Each must be
dealt with separately. FEach represents
a particular approach to a specific prob-
lem.

In the case of the dairy industry, we
are faced with the problem of continu-
ing surpluses. The dominant influence
upon the dairy industry and upon dairy
prices today is the tremendous surplus
of dairy products, for which there is no
ready market. It acts to drive prices
down toward the minimum support level,
which currently is $3.14 per hundred-
weight for manufacturing milk. The
surplus is so great that last year it cost
the Government nearly $500 million to
maintain prices even at this near sub-
standard or subsistence level.

In the last markating year, the surplus
of milk was 8.9 hillion pounds of the
118 billion pounds marketed, or about
7.5 percent.

In April 1962, the price support level
dropped to the minimum of 75 percent
of parity set by law, from $3.40 per hun-
dred to $3.11. It was predicted by some
a year ago that the surplus problem
would take care of itself because the 30-
cent drop in support price would dis-
courage production.

At best, that weas a theory. Even if
it were sound as a theory, it would be a
questionable way to bring about adjust-
ment in the production of milk. It shows
little concern for the welfare of thou-
sands of dairy farmners who individually
have no way of bringing supplies in line
with demand. It would represent a kind
of squeeze-out theory for bringing about
an adjustment in American agriculture.

In any case, this approach has failed,
as many who discussed it at the time
said it would fail. - Despite bad weather

Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600100006-5



-

gy

Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600100006-5

N
17958

-Another good sign of the economic
vitality of El Salvador is the increasing
amount of outside private capital being
invested in the country. A combination
of Esso and Shell already has an invest-

ment of more than $10 million; Phelps’

Dodge is building a $2 million copper and
aluminum wire and cable plant. The
Phillips Co. of the Netherlands is con-
structing a $600,000 electric light bulb
and applance plant. Italian and
U.S. interests are establishing a $300,000
pencil and office supply plant.

- Under the able hand of President Julio
Rivera, and with the eooperation of Alli-
ance for Progress officials, El Salvador
is demonstrating to Latin America and
to the world the effectiveness of the
Alliance for Progress. El.Salvador is
not the only Alliance success. story.
Venezuela, Mexico, Argentina, Colom-
bia—are all moving ahead of the antici-
pated schedule for the Alliance for

- Progress.

In El Salvador, as in many other parts
of Latin America the desired progress
s being achieved through peaceful and
reative evolution—an evolution more
rapid, more comprehensive, and touch-
ng the lives of more people, than any
at our history has ever known.

ESTABLISHING JOINT CdMMITTEE
TO SUPERVISE INTELLIGENCE AC-
y TIVITIES"

- (Mrs. KELLY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend her remarks
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I believe
it is most unfortunate that, for the past
few weeks, there is evidence of misunder-
standing in our military operations and
military objectives, including our Central

. Intelligence Agency. Mr. Speaker, I feel

there is no need to enlarge on this sub-
Ject, but to state the fact that back in
1952, I foresaw the need to establish a
joint committee of Congress to supervise
all intelligence activities, I sought the
advice of the late Senator McMahon, of
Connecticut, who had so ably worked and
helped to establish the great Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy. He gave me
much good advice and I sought also the
advice of many lawyers who assisted in
‘writing & resolution which was intro-
duced by me on July 20, 1953, and was
numbered House Concurrent Resolution
168. I continued to press for the adop-
tion of this resolution in each succeed-
ing Congress. This same resolution was
numbered House Concurrent Resolution
29 in the 84th Congress; House Concur-
rent Resolution 3 in the 85th Congress;
House Concurrent Resolution 3 in the
86th Congress; House Concurrent Reso-
lution 3 in the 87th Congress; and House
Concurrent Resolution 3 in the 88th Con-
gress. While I do not believe in the num-
bers, Mr. Speaker, I do believe that “three
and out” is a good omen. Let us “out”
with this resolution in the Rules Com-
mittee, and pass it on the floor.
Congressman ZABLOCKI also introduced
this resolution, as did Congressman Judd.
It was over a year bhefore any other Mem-

“ber of the House introduced a similar

resolutlon and it was after much urging
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that Members of the other body followed
our advice. The history surrounding this
joint resolution is well established in the
archives of Congress, but I regret to say,
Mr. Speaker, that I firmly believe that,
had this joint committee heen estab-
lished in the past, many of the problems
involivng U.8. intelligence would not be
in the forefront of world news today.
I therefore urge that the Members of
Congress look into the need for such a
resolution, sponsor one, and urge action
by the present Congress.

To give a brief background on the sto1y

on this subject, I will insert again a-

statement I made in the past.

STATEMENT 8y How, EpNA F. KELLY, IN Svp-‘

PORT OF HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 3
To ESTABLISH A JoiNT COMMITTEE ON IN-

TELLIGENCE MATTERS BEFORE THE COMMIT- -

TEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
MarcH 1, 1861

Mr. Chairman and distinguished members
of this committee. I am grateful to the com-
mittee for its invitation to appear here today
and give testimony In support of House
Concurrent Resolution 3 which I introduced.

Perhaps 1t is somewhat appropriate that
this matter was originally scheduled for
hearing before this committee on the an-
niversary of the birthday of our first Presi-
dent. This coincidence prompts me to look
back to the principle upon which our coun-
try was founded and upon which our Con-
stitution is based. I, therefore, urge each
o7 the members of the committee, bear in
mind when considering my resolution, the
constitutional system of checke and balances
between the executive and legislative
branches of this Government.

While hindsight is infinitely clearer than
foresight, when discussing House Concurrent
Resolution 3, I cannot help but reflect and
think that had this resolution been adopted
8 years ago, when I first introduced it in the
83d Congress,. many unfortunate incidents
involving the security and prestige of the
United States might have been avoided.

I cannot emphasize too strongly, how-
ever, the continuing need for the establish-
ment of a Joint Congressional Committee
on Intelligence Matters. With the high
degree of world tenslons, with the farflung
scope of our foreign policy and other activi-
tles, when a single miscalculation may bring
disaster, such a committee, a8 an arm of
the Congress, is urgently required. The
resolution calls for a continuing study, by
such committee, of our Government’s intel-
ligence actlvities “and problems relating to
the gathering of intelligence affecting the
national security and of its coordination
and utilization by the various departments,
agencles, and instrumentalities of the Gov-
ernment.”

As you know under the present system,
the Central Intelligence Agency, which was
created in 1947 is responsible only to the
National Security Council. There is no
supervision or control by the legislative
branch. The extent of its independence is
demonstirated by the lack of review of the
agency's expenditures by the Congress. In
short, CIA makes its own policy and proce-

-dures, spends as much money as 1t may re-

quire, reviews its own errors if its consclence
so dictates, and selects such remedies as it
deems proper to correct its errors and to im-
prove its operations. In this system the
errors are never admitted while others which
must be or are obvious may, after proper
preparation, be presented as premature or
unexpected.

‘While the need for secrecy in our intelli-
gence activities is obvious, I feel, as many of
my colleagues, that until a Joint Committee
on Intelligence is created, there will be no
way of determining what defects in the CIA

‘gress.
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may be covered by ti veil of secrecy with
which it is shrcuded. ¢'ur success with the
Joint Committes on # womnic Energy certainly
justifies the present -:ndertaking.

Lest the comunittee o« the public consider
this proposal t« be @' ic kly conceived or in-
spired by the recent U-2 incident, I con-
sider it important to : xylore the background
of this resolution.

Late in 1950. while «1ving on the commit-
tee which was raspon:iibie for the enactment
of the Mutual Defe. s¢ Assistance Control
Act of 1951 (Baltle Ac::. I came to realize the
tremendous lack of s niwledge, on the part
of the Congress, o: :iatelligence matters.
After 2 years or periczi: consultations with
Members of the Hous::. :Members of the other
body, and legal coun:~1. I introduced House
Concurrent Recolutic . (68 in the 83d Con-
While I 2ndeauzred $0 convince many
other Members of the Iuse to cosponsor my
resolution, my succes: was limited to my dis-
tinguished cdlleagues Mr. Zablocki (H. Con.
Res. 169, 83d Cong.) -ui1 Mr. Judd (H. Con.
Res. 170, 83d Cong.).

Thereafter, I cont: ved t0 press for the
adoption of this resc: ..tion in each succeed-
ing Congress (34th tong., H. Con. Res. 29;
86th Cong., H. Con. w«s. 3; 86th Cong., H.
Con. Res. 3; 87th C:ngx., H. Con. Res. 3).
Ag time passed, other ‘f my eolleagues either
introduced similar res-:lnitions or voiced their
approval.

In 1964 a simdlar provotal was introduced
in the other bcdy. i.: 1955 this committee
held hearings on this :une resolution and re-
ferred the maiter t.- a1 subcommittee for
study, Thereafter, .n additional hearing
was held but no furtc or action was taken.

.During the 84th Co:.¢ress, the Senate Com-
mittee on Rules and icministration consid-
ered a similar resoli:tion sponsored by 36
Members of the Senat . :nd reported it favor-
ably. (8. Rept. 1670 84th Cong., 2d sess.).
In its report the com-uitee included several
germane commants ¢ ihe task force of the
Second Hoover Comir:ission.

The report stated:

‘“The task force is : vu:cerned over the ab-
sence of satisfactory m:chinery for surveil-
lance of the steward: hip of the CIA. It is
making recommendatiows which it believes
will provide the pro;+«i type of ‘watchdog’
commission as & mea:.s «f reestablishing that
relationship between ibe CIA and the Con-
gress so essential an - -~haracteristic of our
democratic form of iovernment, but which
was abrogated by th: onactment of Public
Law 110 and ozher s'ziutes relating to the
Agency. It would inc'ude Representatives of
both Houses oI Cons:ess and of the Chief
Executive. Its dutie: would embrace a re-
view of the operation: znd effectiveness, not
only of the CIA, but . iso of all other intelli-
gence agencies.””

The report coatinus« =:

“Although the task :erce has discovered no
Indication of abuses : 1 nowers by the CIA or
other Intelligence A;erncies, it nevertheless
is firmly convinced, a. a matter of future in-
surance, that some  cl:able, systematic re-
view of all the agenc: -3 and their operations
should be provided 1.y congressional action
as a checKkrein to asture both the Congress
and the people that ~Ais hub of the Intelli-
gence effort is funecr:oning in an efficient,
eﬂ.’ectlve, and veason:n'y economical man-
ner.”

The future ir:suran-«= was not provided.

If it had, would w: Iave been stabbed in
the back by the shipiseat of arms by Russia
to Egypt during the " nen pending 1955 For-
eign Ministers Tonfer:rce? Would we have
been informed on t.e Hungerian Revolu-
tion; the downgrading of Stalin; Iraq; the
sputnicks and the ¢ -1han sttuation? Be-
cause we lack inforr.i-fon these questions
must be left unansw ved.

All of this does no' iaean that I want to
see the Congress go in'-; “he intelligence busi-
ness, What I desire i proper and legitimate
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of efficiency, you could do most of’ the
work that the Navy is doing now in 2 or
3 yards, but it maintains a series of
vards as standbys against an emergen-
cy. It has to have the private yarcs as
standbys against emergency, too. Do
you want to have the only know-how
on building or repairing ships located in
the naval shipyards, or do you want this
spread throughout the economy so that
in case of emergency you have this valu-
able asset to fall back on? I think that
the division is a fair one. I{ pro:ects
both the Navy and encourages the pri-
vate shipyards that are indispensable in
time of war.

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) . ’

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to revise and extend -

my reraarks and to include certain tabu-
lations relating to the conference report
and the amendments in disagreement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the geiatle~
man from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, the mo-
tion which is pending is to recede and
concur in the Senafe position that in ship
alteration, repair, and conversion the
business of the Navy shall be distribiuted
65 percent to the public shipyards and
35 percent to the private shipyards. In
my judgment this seems to be a reason-
ably satisfactory compromise. It it the
language of the present law which was
approved by Congress last year; it i the
language which is contained in the Presi-
dent’s budget; it is the language whieh is
agreeable to the Secretary of Defens2, I
realize that there are many shades of
feeling in regard to the situation. : But
in view of all the facts and circum-
stances, I trust that the House will ap-
prove the position of the conferees and
agree to the motion which provides for
6535 percent distribution of work in this
field of Navy activity.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is en the motion offered by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MAHON],

The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the votes by
which action was taken on the several
motions was laid on the table.

ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS

. (Mr. FRASER asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) )

Mr. FRASER. Mr. Speaker, the: re-
cent military coups in the Domirican
Republic and in Honduras are of grave
concern to all Americans. Our Nution
has a deep commitment to constitutional
government not only because it riises
and enhances the dignity and personal
freedom of those ecitizens who enjoy its
benefits, but also because it provides the
means whereby change can come about
in an orderly fashion. Our concern
about the takeover by military juntas
in these countries is not predicated upon
approval of every action taken by the
constitutionally elected leaders of those

No. 160——2
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countries—indeed, perhaps some pro-
grams and actions should have been un-
dertaken in & different manner than
they were. The true failure here, how-
ever, lies in the use of unconstitutional
means to make a change instead of leav-
ing this decision to the citizens of those

- countries expressed through a free bal-

lot.

I address myself today, however, to
the implications which these military
coups may have for American .foreign
policy and our aid programs. Should
we interpret these setbacks as evidence
of failure of the Alliance for Progress?
I think net. It is my judgment that
these overthrows are clear evidence of
the urgency of the need for an ever
stronger efiort through the Alliance for
Progress. ’

We are engaged in a long-range war
in this hemisphere tc make freedom pre-
vail over oppression; enlightenment over
ignorance; and economic well-being over
poverty. We will not win every battle,
but we shall win the war through the
combined efforts of the nations of this
hemisphere joined in a common effort
through the Alliance for Progress.

The 200 million people of Latin Amer-
ica are engeged in a gigantic revolution—-
the “revolution of rising expectations.”
It is a peaceful revolt against injustice,
poverty, malnutrition, disease, illiteracy,

and appalling living conditions. In many’

couniries more than half the people are
undernourished and illiterate, and mil-
lions of children are denied an education
because of the lack of schools and
teachers.

The people of the hemisphere know
that a bettcr life is now possible. They
want the material and social benefits en-
joyed by the peoples of other nations in
the 20th century, and they are impatient
for change. They are determined that
the decade of the sixties should become
a decade of development.

The Alliance for Progress is a sus-
tained cooperative effort, jointly planned
through the Organization of American
States and consisting of sound national
programs for long-term economic and
social development. The aim of the Al-
liance is, as President Kennedy declared:

The constiuction of a new community of
American nations in which all our citizens
can live not only free from fear but full of
hope. :

The Alliance has begun to lay solid
foundations for progress. Latin Ameri-
cans are beginning to build and own
homes, send their children to new schools,
receive previously unattainable medical
attention, farm their own fields, gain
jobs in new industries, travel over new
roads,-and join unions, credit institutions
and cooperatives thut aim to serve in-
stead of exploit. ,

Thus, we must measure our setbacks
in this hemisphere—hopefully only tem-
porary—in the context of some of our
gains. We are making gains.

El Salvacor, for example, has become
one of the shining lizhts in the Alliance
for Progres:s.

Before the Alliance, El Salvador was
a typical Central American Republic.
Military governments, in cooperation

with the landed aristocracy, had kept
the country in a semifeudal condition.
Seventy-five families controlled 90 per-
cent of the wealth, with the country’'s
2.7 million people working primarily on
the large fincas of the greal landlords.

El Salvador was one of the first Latin
American nations to implement the
Charter of Punta del BEste, which estab-
lished the Alliance for Progress. .In
early 1961, steps were taken to halt the
flisht of capital. A stabilization pro-
gram was developed in cooperation with
the Infernational Monetary Fund in
order to correct the balance-of-pay-
ments deficit and strengthen the coun-
try’s currency. As a result of these
controls, El Salvador now has a favor-
able balance of payments.

El Salvador continued its economic re-
form program by raising, in September
1961, the progressive income tax -rates.

“"These are now among the highest tax _

rates in the hemisphere. As a result,
revenule receipts have increased over 40
percent. In 1 year governmental reve-
nues were increased by $10.5 million.
Other tax reforms followed.. Measures
were taken to increase the amount of
tax paid for consumption and luxury
goods. Tax collecting prccedures were
simplified and improved.

Hand in hand with administrative re-
forms riew planning machinery was es-
tablished. A National Council of
Economic Planning and Coordination,
composed of El Salvador's leading eco-
nomic specialists, was created to spur
economic activity and prepare long-
range program budgets.

Recognizing that economic develop-
ment must be coordinated with social
development to provide a balanced ap-
proach for the overall well-being of the
people, Alliance for Progress officials in
Fl Salvedor also tackled the social prob-
lems-of the country. In early 1962 an
ageney was created for providing super-
vised production credit to small farmers.
In little more than a year, nearly 6,000
agricultural credit loans have been made.
Seven health centers, to serve 150,000
people were constructed in 1962, In
addition, a mobile rural health program
was begun, designed to serve 300,000 per-
sSONs a year.

The National Housing Agency of El
Salvador has already constructed 1,500
home units since the start of the Alliance.
Just recently a national homebuilding
mortgage agency was created, modeled
after our own FHA, for stimulating
greater investment in housing, This is
a major step forward in the housing
fleld, which is generally recognized as
ona of the most important aspects of
social reformi.

Education now consumes 22 percent of
the nationhal budget. In October 1962,
apprenticeship training legislation was
enacted. By December, some 300 ap-
prentices were registered in training. A
domestic peace corps has been organized
in El Salvador to perform adult educa-
tion and community development work.

El Salvador’s economic growth is now
greatly improved. In 1962, for example,
industrial production rose over 20 per-
cent from the previous year.
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rongressional control over such sctivities.
Che Hoover Commission Task Force outlined
he areas of congressional interest as follows:
1. Conduct comprehénsive studies of for-
sign intelligence activitles of the United
States;
2. Look for overlapping and duplication;

3. Determine whether expenditures are

within budget authorizations and in keeping
with the expressed intent of Congress; and

4, Consider whether any of the activities
are in conflict with the foreign policy aims
and programs of the United States.

With these tools the Congress would re-
assume its constitutional authority and in
no way jeopardize intelligence activities.

One of the principal arguments advanced
agalinst my resolution is that no other nation
permits legislative control of its intelligence
activities. Such system is practical for the
Soviet . dictatorship and even for Great
Britain where the administration is a part of
and responsible to Parliament. Under our
Constitution, however, with delicate system
of check and balancés, dislocations as in the
case of CIA ¢annot be tolerated.

Therefore,. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully
urge that this committee do favorably report
House Concurrent Resolution 3 for act!on by
thé House.

SECURITY RISKS

_ (Mr..SNYDER asked and was given
permission to-address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks,
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. SNYDER. = Mr, Speaker, on 2 suc-~
cessive days last week articles appeared
in Chicago’s American newspaper in re-
gard to the State Department’s move to
oust Otto Otepka, Chief of the Evalua~
tion-Division of the Departments Office
of Security.

These articles follow:

fFrom Chicago’s Amerlcan, Oct. 2, 1963]
THE ALLEN-ScOTT REPORT: BITTER Row ON

' BECURITY RISKS

WasHINGTON.—The Senate Internal Secur-
ity Subcommitiee has pried open a real can
of worms In its investigation of the State
Department’s move to discrerdit and oust
Otto Otepka, 48, Chief of the Evaluation Di~
vision in the Department’'s Office of Security.

In digglng into the Otepka case, the Senate
probers ‘have uncovered a backstage effort
within the State Department {o clear the
way for a number of former security risks,
including Alger Hiss, to worm their way back
onto the Government's payroll as either em-~
Pployes or consultants.

According to the sworn testimony before
the subcommitiee, one of the central figures
‘In this maneuvering is Harlan Cleveland, As-
sistant Secretary of State for International
Affalrs, .

ADVISORY APPOINTMENTS

Cleveland touched off the bitter security
row within the Department by appointing a
‘number of persons with questionable security
backgrounds to an advisory committee to
study the stafing of Americans on interna-
tional organizations.

According to the testimony, Cleveland also
made inguiries as to whether it would be
possible to bring Hiss, a former State Depart-
ment official convicted of perjury to conceal
espilonage, back into the Department. -~

Otepka was so shocked over Cleveland’s ac-
tivities that he sent a series of blistering re~

_ports to his superiors, including one that was’

routed through channels to Mc(George Bundy,
the President’s Chilef White IHouse Adviser
on Foreign Policy.

One of these reports included a detailed
box score of -persons with questionable se-
curity background whom Cleveland had
either brought into the Department or was
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in the process of trying to obtain Job clear
ance for.

When the State Department’s daisy chain
tipped off Cleveland that he was being
watched, be retaliated swiftly by having John
F. Rellly, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Se-
curity, place Otepka under surveillance,
This was arranged through the office of At~
torney General Robert Kennedy, a personal
friend of Relilly.

Otepka was then removed from security
operations. His phone was bugged and he
was placed under close observation after it
was learped that: Senante investigators had
questioned him, under subpena, about se~
curity risks in the Department.

Charges of misconduct, involving the al-
leged release of documents to (lie Senate Sub~
committee, were filed against Otepka Septem-~
ber 23 by John Ordway, Chief of the Per-
sonnel Operations Division.

According to the findings in a State Depart-
ment investigative report, evidienice was found
that Otepka had furnished “a copy of classi-
fled memorandum concerning the processing
of appointments of the advisory committee
on international organization staffing to Mr.
J. G. Sourwine, staff director of the Senate
Subcommittee for Internal Security. This
memorandum concerns the loyaity of em-
ployees or prospective employees of the De-
partment within the meaning of the Presi-
dential directives of March 13, 1948.”

INFORMATION ON SECURITY RISKS

The report also charged that Otepka was
responstble “for the declassification of a dgec-
ument containing classified information ad-
dressed to McGeorge Bundy, vie White House,
and signed by William H. Brubeck, Special
Assistant Secretary and Execuliive Secretary
of the Department.” This document con-
tained Information about security risks with-
in the Department.

Otepka, a civil service and State Depart-
ment officer for more than 20 years, has one
of the most outstanding recurds in his fleld
of work in the Government. He was respon-
sible for sending Irving C. Searbeck, a Foreign
Service Officer, to Jail for passing U.S. secrets
to the Russians, and for investigating Wil-
lam Wieland in connection with the State
Department’s Cuban policy. In all his in-
vestigations, the records show he has bent
over backwards in protecting the rights of
individuals under his surveillance. The
Senate Subcommittee now plans Lo glve
Otepka the same protect10x1

[From Chicago’s Amerh,an Oct. 3, 1963 ]
A ProT To Bring Hiss BACK

‘We are almost beyond beiug surprised at
any goings-on In the State Department, but
we do find this one astonishing: There is
a group in there that isx working like mad
to bring the convicted perjurer, Alger Hiss,
back into the Departmeni. And for this
purpose, the group is trying to get one of
the Department’s chief security officers fired.
The officer is Otto Otepka, Chief of the
Evaluation Division. He is opposed to the
return of Hiss and to the proposed hiring
of several men of doubtiul loyalty.

These strange facts were set out on our
editorial page Wednesday in the Allen-Scott
report, which said the reveiations had been
brought to light by the Senate Internal Se-
curity Subcommittee. A leader in the move-
ment to get Otepka out of Hiss’ way, accord-
Ing to testimony given to the Senate sub-
committee, is Harlan Cleveland, Assistant
Secretary of State for International Affairs.
Cleveland, according to testimony given be-
fore the Senate subcommittee, has been ask-
ing how it might be possible to get Hiss back
on the payroll.

Hiss, you will remember, was convicted
(and served a prison term; on charges of
having perjured himself to cover up the fact
that, while serving as an official of the State
Department, he supplied Russia with U.S.
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secrets, If Cleveland wants Hisy bac:  <hen
obviously Cleveland should nct be -1 the
American State Department.

The Senate subcommittee sheuld b r7 all
phases of this peculiar situatior to tt coun-

try’s attention. And in the meanw-iie, it
should not permit the firing «f Ote-&\ for
thinking and acting like a loval Arn «:ican.

Mr. Speaker, I think it i imp ¢ tive
that the Department of State ad: s the
country forthwith as to wh-ther s not
there is any truth in the allegati: 71 that
they are working to bring Alg:+ Hiss
back into the State Departmeri. All
America will want to know wheihvor or
not the charges in the abov: arti ¢s are
-correct—and if so, it is time t ai the
Congress do something abcut it. If the
statements are not true, the C rqress
and the American peoplc des e to
know the facts.

'WHEAT SALE TO THE SOVIET INION

(Mr, CHAMBERLAIN asked .1 was
given permission to address th:  Jouse
for 1 minute, to revise ard ex'>nd his

remarks, and include extranec :s mat-
ter.)

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. gaaker,
last night’s Washington Even: 't Star

and this morning’s New York Ti :u-s car-
ried stories saying that a wheai sale to
the Soviet Union was all but ec . luded.
I find this all a little astonistirz and
disturbing,

It is astonishing becausc the :dminis-
tration apparently after only 2 v days
of trial balloons and calcular 3 press
releases, without any genaine -anlic or
congressional debate, is willi to do

handsprings to help relieve Ki: »shchey
from the disastrous failures i Soviet
agriculture. It is disturbiag be .i.15e no-
where have I found in th: pre. - -eports

a consistent statement of fact: and fig-
ures that clearly spell out th:- factors
that are involved in this deal ~No one
seems to know where this deal il lead.
This fact raises a great many :1estions
that must be settled before I, i : :ay own
mind, can support such a. sale.

For instance, we are being wd from.
many sides that the trade is in every-
body’s best interests—we disps = of our
wheat surplus and get some nocced gold
and they get the wheat. But - t really
that simple? Can we teeat ™1's trade
deal as an isolated event in the =cid war?
Can we ignore the fact that t':e Ameri-
can people are spending morr than $55
billion this year to protcct th - ~ree na-
tions of the world fromn cooununistic
aggression? Why are w= so ¢ 71 to get
a paltry $200 to $300 millior v.hen we
are at the same time spendin: 2 10 times

_that much fo prevent the e:

communism? Why is the a:ln:
tion in such a hurry ta cor :lude this
deal?

As T understand the Latta 2 1 -ndnient
to the Agricultural Act of 1 3¢, it de-
clared the policy of “ong' s: to be
against the export or sale ¢- : ny sub-
sidized agricultural coramodi i to any
nation that is not ccnsidc 21 to be
friendly. In the face of thi: cicar and
unmistakable pronouncemer: of con-
gressional policy, it would se¢ m that the
President would underteke to ‘¢ nsult of-
ficially with the Congress ¥ fore con-
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sidering any transaction such as has
been reported in the press, It seems im-
perative to me that under the circum-
stances, Congress should be consulted
on such a basic and far-reaching change
of policy.

Another question: So we sell $250 mil-
lion worth of wheat to the Soviets. That
would really only represent a small dent
in our surplus of over $3% billion. So
we make a-few fast gold bricks. Is it
worth - it? The consequences of this
trade deal will not end when the wheat-
laden ships leave our harbors. We
will have taken Khrushc¢hev off the hook
at home and he will b2 able to say to
the Soviet people, “Look. what I've done.,
T've gotten our eapitalistic enemies to
subsidize communism.” No one could
help but applaud such en astute leader.

How can we ever again ask the free
nations of the world not to trade with
communistic nations?

There is much about this whole trans-
action ‘to be thoroughly explored. It
should be done deliberately. We should
not act in haste. We should not im-
pulsively turn to a new form of dollar
diplomacy devoid of osher considera-
tions. = The President should make
known all of his reasons for such a deal
and let the American people and the
Congress evaluate thermn. The quick
shuffle that we are getting causes me to
be suspicious. We must not be too
anxlous for a few pieces of silver or
gold. o

Mr. Speaker, under Ieave previously
granted, I am including a sampling of
letters received from residents of Michi-
gan’s Sixth Congressionsil District with
respect to this proposed transaction:

LANsSING, MIcH.,
Jciober 2, 1963.
Hon. CHARLES E, CHAMBERLAIN,
New House Office Building,
Washingion, D.C,

DEAR MR, CHAMBERLAIN: Your last report
(Sept. 30) did not contain anything about
the administration’s proposal to sell surplus
wheat to the U.S.8.R., but when it was com-
posed maybe the matter ¢id not seem 80
possible.

There are many things in our Government
that may be the discretion »f the Executive
Department and the Cabinet officers report-
ing to it, but is there no wa ¥y that the ordi-
nary citizen who tries to think the problems
of our country through can express indigna-
tion at the inconsistency(ies) of the forelgn
policy? (except I mean by-writing you). Why
cannot we, the people, vote on selling vital
supplies to our enemies?

I hope I am not inhumar and un-Chris-
tian in rebelling against-such a proposal. I
don’t want anyone to 80 huigry—but when
someone threatens to bury, you {(and Mr.
K’s threat was not an idle ore) is it-sensible
or commeércially wise to biy some of the
spades, shovels and bulldozers for him? I
would be willing to help pay the sums that
will compose the profit or price of such sale
if the commodity was kept from Russlan life
in even the same fashion that pigs and wheat
were destroyed 30 years g0 with less pur-
pose. ;

Perhaps, everyone who agrees with me will
not take the time to write you about their
resentment of such folly on’the part of the
weather-vane foreign Ppolicymakers, but con-
sidering there was no use to write Michigan
Senators my opinfon of the treaty because
of thelr committed prejudgment, I couldn’
let this opportunity pass to condemn such
bad business and lack of patriatism. ’

Most sincerely.

.
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FLINT, MI1CH.,
October 2, 1963,

DEaR Sir: I was reading the newspaper this
evening. In it was a item saying that this
country may sell wheat to the Russians, if
our President approves. Well sir, I can tell
you now it made me pretty damm mad to
think that the leaders of this country would
even think of doing a thing like that.

Here ws are with a naftional debt so high
and our leaders in Washington asking for
more. But the thing thet tops it off is, the
money they say is necessaly to protect us
from the very people we are going to sell
wheat to.

As I have .heen reading about our past ie-
lations with Russia, I keep seeing where ‘we
have pulled their “chestnuts out of the fire”,
before. In fact it seems we have pulled a lot
of *“‘chestruts out of the fire”, for friends and
foes alike, and our friends have turned out to
be not so Iriendly either. I hope maybe we
will wake up some day to the facts of life and
get a Httle tougher. But if not that, lets get
a little more for ous money.

I cannot cite all of the figures, but I am
sure you know them quite well. The figures
I am referring to are: what it costs to main-
tain our defenses, also what it cost to support
our so-called friends. If you add them all
up, it would come to a bretty neat sum. Yet.
There are leaders in this country jumping
like a lot of fish out of water for a chanece to
help the Russians. Who Ly the way are the
mme’s who said “We will bury you.” They
forgot to add that we will help them dig the
hole.

The argument goes like this, for selling
‘wheat to the Russians. “If we don’t sell it
o them some one else will.” Well let me tell
Jou something. The only ones in position to
sell to them are our so-called friends. So I
say, let them sell to the Russians. It will
show who will sell us out for = better deal.
As you have gathered by now I am against
this deal. I am a disabled veteran and I add
thls-only because I want you to know that our
country had a little pride once.

Thank you.

BRIGH'TON, MICH.,
Qctober 2, 1963.
Representative CHARLES CHAMBERLAIN,
Lansing, Mich.

Dear Sik: Iam writing to you in regard to
the sale of wheat to Russia.

My husband and I are against this sale of
wheat t6 Russia or any other communistic
country.

We pretend to fight communism, yet here
we are in the act of feedinyg it.

I rememter a few years 880 we sold scrap
iron to a country and how did it come back.
This 1s the same thing. We will be nourish-
ing it. I feel that President Kennedy has let,
the American people down by this approval
07 wheat being sent to Russia.

Thanking you for your kind attention to
past correspondence, I am

Yours truly,

U.S. POLICY AIMS IN LATIN
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
Dbrevious order of the House, the gentle-
man from Alabams, { Mr. SELDEN] is rec-
ognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. SELDEN. Mr. Speaker, the rush
of recent events makes niecessary some
restatement of basic U.S policy aims in
Latin America. In this regard, I com-
mend Assistant Secretary of State Mar-
tin for his forthright and realistic state-~
ment of last Saturday relating to what
this countty can and should do about
government upheavals in the hemi-
sphere,
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There is no question but that the best
interest of the United States lies in the
existence of a democratic and economic-
ally stable Latin America. Thus, our
purpose in the ares is to create an atmos-
Phere in which democracy and eco-
nomic stability can flourish.

But as Assistant Secretary Martin
rightly points out, democracy is “a liv-
ing thing which must have time and
soil and sunlight in which to grow.”

“We must do all we can to create these
favorable conditions,” Mr. Martin says,
“and we can do and have done much.”
However, he continues, “we cannot sim-
ply create the plant and give it to them;
it must spring from seeds planted in an
indigenous soil.”

As chairman of the House Subcommit-
tee on Inter-American Affairs, I have
often eriticized past State Department
attitudes and actions which I believe
were not in the best interests of our
country. However, Mr. Martin’s inecisive
analysis .of our Nation’s responsibility
and capability in dealing with Latin
American coups and government up-
heavals deserves special praise, coming
as it does when a confused clamor is
heard to enforce democracy-by-gunboat
in the Dominican Republic and Hon-
duras.

We may hope that Mr. Martin’s words
are now to be followed by action support-~
ing his thesis that we should not ad-
versely judge the new regimes in these
countries until additional evidence is in
regarding their composition and inten-
tions.

Confused indeed is the chorus that
calls for immediate action, drastic ac-
tion, even direct military action by this
country to restore the Juan Bosch and
Villeda Morales governments to power.,
Many of these voices are the same ones
who s0 often in the past have been cau-
tioning against any effective action di-
rected against the Soviet satellite, Cuba.
Where now are their arguments con-
cerning the US. need. to recognize
the fact that it cannot enforce its
will on the hemisphere? Where now
the admonitions concerning the effect on
world opinion if the United States inter-
venes in the domestic affairs of smaller
countries? Where now the ‘counsel of
inaction and patience, the talk of “com-
blexities” and the warnings against
“oversimplifications” whenever steps are
urged to meet the very real threat of
Castro’s Cuba to the hemisphere?

Gunboat diplomacy—is that. not the
very course which some now urge this
country to pursue in the Dominican Re-
public.and Honduras? But why, we may
ask, do some of these same observers of
the Latin American scene take an ambiv-
alent position regarding undemocratic
regimes of the lefi and the right? If
these observers can be patient about
Castro’s Cuba, its undemocratic and
totalitarian rule over the Cuban people,
its role as a Soviet satellite increasing
tensions throughout the hemisphere, and
its service as a. base for military and
subversive operations against hemi-
spheric security—why then impatiently
urge the administration to eall out the
marines to intervene in the Dominican
Republic and Honduras? .

Surely these observers cannot seriously
believe that the military juntas of the
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" The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the reguest of the gentle-
man from Massachusetts?

Mr. POOL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
my objection. ’

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

Be is enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the Ad-
ministrator of General Services is hereby au-
thorized to dispose of approximately five
million elght hundred thousand pounds of
waterfowl feathers and down now held in
the national stockpile. Such disposal may
be made without regard to the requirement
of section 8 of the Strategic and Critical
Materials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98b
(e}), that no such disposition shall be made
until six months after publication in the
Federal Reglster and transmission to the
Congress and to the Armed Services Commit-
tees thereof of a notice af the proposed dis-
position.

>

THE TASK OF PREPARING AN AD-
VISORY REPORT ON THE STEPS
WHICH MIGHT BE TAKEN TO RE-
DUCE THE BALANCE-OF-PAY-
MENTS DEFICIT

(Mr. PEPPER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the RECORD, and to include ex-
traneous maftter.)

Mr. PEPPER. Mr, Speaker, you will
recall that I called the attention of the
House on Tuesday to the action by the
Honorable WricaT PATMAN, chairman of
the House Banking and Currency Com-
mittee, in assigning to me and two of my
colleagues, Representatives R. T. HaNNa,
Democrat, of California, and WiLriam B.
WibnaLyL, Republican, of New Jersey, the
task of preparing an advisory report on
the steps which might be taken to reduce
the balance-of-payments deficit.

My colleagues in the House are all fa-
miliar, I am sure, with the message of
President Kennedy on July 18, with spe-
cific reference to our balance-of-pay-
ments problem but because of the detail
of his excellent and exhaustive message,
I believe that one significant paragraph
should be emphasized in pointing to the
need for a special study with regard to
the imbalance of tourist circulation here
and abroad as it affects the overall pic-
ture.

" The President said:

Another element that requires attention
in our commercial transactions is the in-
crease in our unfavorable net tourist bai-
ance., With increasing prosperity encourag-
ing American travel abroad, total tourist
spending in foreign countries rose another
10 percent last year, to nearly $214 billion.
This was partially offset by increased foreign
tourist expenditures in the United States,
but the net result was an outflow of $1.4
billion, or two-thirds of last year's overall
balance-of-payments deficit. This year the
cost 1s estimated to be still greater,

I am sure, In view of the foregoing remarks
by Mr, Kenhedy, Mr. Patman showed great
wisdom in declding to have this aspect thor~
oughly explored. -

I should like, also, to call attention of the
House to a letter I received today from Mr,
Voit Gilmore, Director of the U.S. Travel
Service of the U.8, Department of Commerce.
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Mr. Gilmore, a dedicated public servant, has
done an outstanding job with limited re-
sources in our efforts to generate more Euro-
pean tourist traffic to the United States which
is so helpful in holding down this balance-of-
payments deficit, I am sure the situation
would be much more serlous than that re-
lated by the President had it not been for
the wise move by the Curngress in creating
the U.S. Travel Service.

Mr. Gilmore wrote me:

We believe it Is Imporiaut thiat your study
identify and highlight the relationship of
the “tourist dollar gap"” in our balance-of-
payments situation to the total U.S. balance-
of-payments position. Your subcommitiee
would wish to glve careful attention to the
fact that U.S. tourist dollars spent abroad
help many other countries purchase more
U.S. goods and services than we purchase
from them.

In studying ways to immprove our travel
balance~of-payments position, we belleve you
will find two major areas of emphasis: the
“Vislt USA” campaign abrouad to attract for-
eign visitors to the United States, and the
“See America” campaign aimed at U.S. citi-
zens which is to be energized in 1964. An
important distinction exists between the two.
Through the U.S. Travel Service, our Govern-
ment is effectively encouragiug foreign travel
to the United States with a program that is
understocd and approved by other govern-
ments. The “See America’” campaign would
logically be mounted by private enterprise,
not by Government, because it could not only
be disadvantageous to many U.S. organiza-
tlons engaged in internmtional travel, but
also resented by other governments (par-
ticularly near neighbors such as Canada and
Mexlico) as a “‘don’t go abroad” policy. How-
ever, substantial encowrngement can be given
to the American travel industry to enlarge
and improve its tourist plant, thus en-
hancing U.S. travel destinations for U.8. and
foreign visitors.

We are at the complete disposal of your
subcommittee for such assistance as you
would find helpful and we wish you every
success in yo t .

study.

NEED R AY CONGRESSIONAL
WATCHDOG COMMITTEE .OVER
THE CIA

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute, to revise and extend
his remarks and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. ROGERS of VFlorida. Mr.
Speaker, I have long been concerned over
the way the CIA has carried on its
clandestine activities in an uncontrolled
and unrestricted manner. For our pri-
mary intelligence community to be ap-
propriated funds and design its own
course of direction without the benefit
of close congressional scrutiny is not only
unwise, but also an injustice to the
American citizens whom we are sworn
to represent.

We need a joint congressional watch-
dog committee over ithe CIA. The only
argument against such a commitiee is
the trite argument that the Congress
cannot keep a secret and this has been
disproved by the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy. The Bay of Pigs flasco
in Cuba as well as recent developments
in South Vietnam ciearly show that the
CIA and our other intelligence agencies
need careful watching and evaluating by
the Congress.
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The CIA’s apparent mistaker role of
policymaker in the South Vietna = situa-
tion has backfired, and rcpori «ivise
that the head of operations I ¢ been

recalled by the U.S. Governmer . It is
the role of the President of th - -mited
States to formulate the foreir : policy
of the United States; not the C:A. The

function of the CIA is to gather niorma-
tion, and in some cases interprei 6. To
go further into the area of polir iraaking
is unpermittable.

An editorial in Sunday’s editi»n of the
New York Times calls attentic - to the
problem of the CIA in the area - 2olicy-
making and calls for a .Joint - ngres-
sional Committee on Intelligerce. It is
encouraging to notice that r:ore and
more the newspapers of this c:uatry in
their news reports on tho cow: :iiions in
South Vietnam are showing t cir con-
cern along with Congress ove - ‘he un-
bridled activities of the CIA. 1 have
urged the Congress since J:mary fto
adopt my bill, House Joint I:esclution
211, which provides for the -siablish-
ment of a joint congreszional watchdog
committee over the CIA and :nir other
intelligence agencies. I feel ti o history
has proved the need for such : ~ommit-
tee, and I hope that th> Uni 2 States
does not have to be rudely 1 vakened
again by another Bay of Pigs r a South
Vietnam hassle before it acts

I would like to insert at th 5 point in
the Recorp the New York " iries’ edi-
torial from Sunday’s edition t 18t I-men-
tioned above:

STATE WITHIN A SrarT:-”

Is the Central Intelligerice Ag-n:y a state
within a state?

President Kennedy’s recall ot :ie head of
CIA operations in South Viet: 11, coming
after persistent reports «f discri between
him and Ambassador Lodse, ap: <+ rs to pro-
vide substantive corroboration > the long-
voiced charges that our intellly 'rice organi-
zatlon too often tends to make nlicy. ’

- The CIA is a large and, on th: winole, well-
organized intelligence appar :us, which
knows and employs all the t 1ks of the
trade. But it not only guther: intelligence,
1t “operates” saboteurs, guerrii: :s and other
paramilitary forces. Amn:i its oierations—
particularly if they are not « .w-fully pro-
gramed, controlied, and directet — tend willy-
nilly to influence policy, if not -¢ make it.

The Agency has many 2xtren +i; able men.
But it operates behind the clo: 4 anonym-
ity and secrecy—and secrecy s to power.
When the same organization c¢::uects intelli-
gence and evaluates it, and, a1 the same
time, conducts clandestine oicritions—and
when that organization is as nowerful and
as well financed as the CIA—*ere is an in-
evitable tendency for stme ©: i's personnel
to assume the functions of ki: gimakers.

Communist imperialism anc trhe exigencies
of the nuclear age have bri.u-iit us eons
away—whether we like it or -ci—from the
era of 1929, when Secretary o7 3iate Stimson
closed the Nation’s only code -:ruanking orga-
nization with the remork tt .t “gentlemen
do not Pead each other's me ¢’ Today we
must read the other fel'ow’s roa’i if we want
to survive.

But the CIA, like the FBI
long without adequate co sional ac-
countability. A Joint Cong.eesional Com-
mittee on Intelligence. so lor:y arged but so
often frustrated by congres icnal pride of
place and petty jealou:les, st :ld be estah-
lished to monitor our intei’ 7 nce services,
to safeguard their security art 10 reduce the
dangers secret espionage an:: :overt opera-
tlons present to a free sociei -

-as gone too
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THE TITO VISIT

(Mr. HORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minufe and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, on
Thursday of next week, the White
House plans to welcome Dictator Tito of
Yugoslavia, I wish to register my op-
position to the visit o:f this missionary
of compmunism.

Frankly, I am at a lcss to understand
why the President invited Tito to stop
in Washington for ar. informal visit.
Surely, the meeting of this assassin with
our héad of state can only be called a
betraysl of freedom’s ir.terests.

The United States has nothing to gain
from stich a visit and a lot to lose. Al-
ready we can detect indications of re-
sentment from those in Eastern Europe
who are painfully aware of Tito’s long
record of brutality.

Ask yourself how you. would react if
you weye one of the millions of people
enslaved by world communism and saw
a plcture of President Kennedy shaking
hands with Tito on the steps of the
White House. Would it be any less re~
volting than the news photographs
published recently of Titn, who has been
given $2.5 billion in U.8. aid, and Khru~
shchev embracing each other when the
Kremlin chief spent 15 days in Yugo-
slavia? = This was the occasion when
these two Reds told arn international
news conference that they represented
and would work for the same thing: a
worldwide victory for soclalism.

How can we expect the world to seri-
ously believe that the Unaited States is
committed to an all-out effort to defeat
Communists when a gangster like Tito
is invited to visit the President of the
United States? Tito is a Communist
dictator who seized Yugoslavia and for
years carried on a savage campaigr
against those who opposed him. Let us
never forget that if the United States
has to go to war to protect liberty, jus-
tice, and religion from the onslaught of
communism, Tito and his nation will be
on the other side.

I am afraid that the current euphoria
over the possibilities for relaxed tensions
between the free world and the Commu-
nist bloc are lulling us to sleep. Despite
the test ban treaty, the proposed sale of
wheat to Russia, the  toned-down
speeches of Russian leade:s, there has
been no change in the avowed intention
of Moscow or Peiping to communize the
entire world. I pray there never will
be cause for a future author to write
‘“Why America Slept.”

Perhaps, we are too far removed from
“the scene of the crime” to recognize Tito
for what he is. But the Serbian emi-
grants from Yugoslavia and the people
there today know what kind of man
Tito is. They shall not fosget how he
snatched power with the support of
Soviet bayonets; how he never has given
the people the right of free elections,
a free press, or free meetir.gs; how he
has killed or oppressed all the propo-
nents of democracy, beginnir.g with Gen.
Draza Mihailovic; how he has impris-
oned without judge or court more than
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7 million voters only because they were
for real democracy.

It is regrettable that the past visits
to our country by other foes of the United
States have not convinced this admin-
istration of the sorry consequences
which usually follow. With President
Kennedy’s good-byes still ringing in his
ears, Alzerian ruler Ben Bella met with
Fidel Castro and pledged his undying
devotion: to Red Cuba’s anti-U.S. policy.
British Guiana’s Cheddi Jagan accepied
our hospitality and then denounced us
the moment he arrived home. Now he
is working on a deal with Moscow to es-
tablish a Cuba-style regime. Ayub of
Pakistan received lavish White House
treatment, but now we are using our
foreign aid in an attempt to keep him
from the friendly arms of Communist
China. :

Mr. Speaker, Tito should not be wel-
comed by this country. I believe the
President has made a big mistake in
issuing the invitation to him.

m———

STRIKES HURT AMERICAN
MERCHANT MARINE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Un-
der previcus order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Bon-
MER] is recognized for 2¢t minutes.

(Mr. BONNER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
call to the attention of the House the
pligsht of the American merchant ma-
rine. It it is with deep regret, distress
and a sense of frustration that I point
out and call to the attention of the House
the unusual situation that exists with
reference to the ship, the S8S America.
The American merchant marine has re-
ceived another setback in this instance
with the cancellation of the Qctober 4
sailing of one of the finest fransatiantic
passenger ships. A similar event oc-
curred on September 14 when the SS
Armnerica’s voyage was canceled following
a labor dispute in which the unlicensed
crewmembers walked off the ship mak-
ing such charges against an engineering
officer as, being guilty of religious and
racial bias, and the locking of a toilet
so that unlicensed crewmembers could
not use it.

As a result of this cancellation, 945
passengers already aboard the ship had
to either give up their plans te sail to
Europe or find alternate means of trans-
portation.

Some 950 passengers were booked for
the return voyage.

The October 4 sailing ha« been booked
by 640 passengers sailing from New York,
and another 895 on the return voyage
from European ports.

Since that time the United States

.Lines has announced that three cruises

of the 8. S. America have been canceled.
The United States Lines applied to the
Maritime -Administrator for permission
to cancel the balance of the schedule for
the year, but the administration at this
time ruled that at least 2 of the 3 remain-
ing transatlantic sailings must be made.

Al the seme time there are rumors in
the trade that this overage vessel may
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never sail again, thus reducing the num-
ber of jobs available to our merchant
seamen.

Scarcely more than a week earlier
than the first cancellation, Mr. Joseph
Curran, president of the unlicensed sea-
men’s National Maritime Union, proudly
announced the reaching of an agree-
ment with passenger and freighter op-
erators which would extend the existing
contract from 1965 to 1969. In a report
to the union membership Mr. Curran
said:

Your union proposed this long-term con-
tract extension to the shipowners. They
wanted stability in the industry so they
could make long-range plans to expand their
operations and builld their feets. NMU
wants that kind of stability too. It will
benefit our members and the merchant
marine.

After the September 14 walkout the
union and the United States Lines Co.
submitted the dispute to arbitration, in
accordance with the procedure under
their contract, but not in time to permit
the September sailing to proceed. Now
the October sailing is held up even after
the arbitrator's ruling that the men
should return to work because the indica-
tions are that further controversy with
the engineers’ union will develop.

Mr. Speaker, we have had many
months of hearings in the Merchant Ma-
rine Committee on maritime labor-man-
agement problems. All of the labor
leaders and some manhagement officials
have told us that there is no situation
in which labor and management cannot
resolve differences without third party
intervention.

Mr., Speaker, while I would not at-
tempt to contend that the cancellation
of three sailings of the S.8. America
creates a national emergency, I must
say that I feel that these recent incidents
demonstrate very vividly the helplessness
of the public as innoecent victims of sel-
fish and even childish fighting, with
reckless disregard of the responsibilities
that both the union leaders and their
members should bear.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I rfefer not only to
this incident but the previous situation
just a short while ago when we had the
whole Atlantic and gulf seaboard tied
‘up. This paralyzed not only passenger
and ireight vessels of this Nation but
cargo vessels and vessels of other nations.
The docks on the Atlantic and gulf
seaboard were piled high with cargo in-
bound and outbound:. It cost this
country millions and millions of dollars
and emphasized the undependability of
American flag lines. During that contro-
versy the hearings which I have spoken
of on the bill H.R. 1897 were proceeding
in the House.

During the hearings the gentleman
who controls the longshoremen on the
Pacific coast testified that if the Atlantic
coast, the South Atlantic coast and the
gulf port stevedores requested it, he
would have locked up the Pacific coast
notwithstanding a valid and subsisting
contract to work. And you would have
had this Nation locked up—Ilock, stock
and barrel—in its commerce, and every-
thing else in the Nation would have had
to stop operations in a comparatively
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I have mentioned and begin to try to
devise some method which would make
the Government supreme and enable the
American public, which must pay the
tax bill, to be recognized in their dignity
and their just position in this dispute.

I yield the floor.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr.
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
vield 5 minutes to the Senator from
Delaware on the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Delaware is recognized for 5
minutes.

ALLEGED HIDDEN MICROPHONE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr.
President, in yesterday’s Washington
Post there appeared a certain article. I
should like to read two paragraphs from
that article: :

Wririams began his informal one-man in-
quiry last week by calling into his office at
least three persons who allegedly have had
close commercial dealings with Baker re-
cently. .

The interviews, 1t was learned, lasted from
a half hour to an hour and the Senator had
a secretary taking notes in an adjoining room
equipped with 4 direct microphone arrange-
ment into his office.

I quote again the last part of that
statement: }

The Senator had a secretary taking notes
in an adjoining room with a direct micro-
phone arrangement into his office,

Mr. President, there is no basis for
that statement. The reporter who wrote
it did not talk with me or with anyone
in my office that I know of. I know he
did not talk with me. I have been a
Member of the Senate for 17 years, and
there has never been a hidden micro-
* phone in my office and never will be as
long as I am in the Senate. Anyone who
has ever visited my office and wished to
discuss any matter has discussed it with
me in striet confidence, as intended, and
if I wanted any notes taken, a secretary
would be called into the office with the
knowledge of the visitor, and he would be
sitting in the secretary’s presence.

I do not know why this story was put
into the newspaper in that manner—
whether 1t was merely an irresponsible
piece of reporting or whether it was to

frighten away somebody who might-

wish to come to my office and talk over
some matter. I wish to make sure it
does not serve its purpose. I emphati-
cally deny that there is any truth what-
soever to it. Furthermore, the reporter
who wrote it knows it is untrue.

I regret that such a report was ever
made, however, since it has been made
I want to set the record straight.

——— A — e
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. FPresident, I
ask unanimous consent that the time
which Is under the control of the ma-
jority leader be under the control of the
distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Commerce, who is in charge of the
consideration of the bill,

Theé VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is there ob-
Jection to the request by the Senator
from Montana? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.
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Mr. GRUENING. Mr. Presldent—-

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Washington [Mr. MacnusoN] has
control of the time. i

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I
yield to the Senator from Alaska.

'The VICE PRESIDENT. How much
time does the Senator yield?

Mr. MAGNUSON. 1 yield such time
as the Senator wishes.

Mr. GRUENING. Five minutes will be
sufficient.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Alaska is recognized for 5 utes.

oy Y Vo

SENATE SHOULD PASY/SENATE CON-
CURRENT RESOLUTION 23 TO
MONITOR THE CIA

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, last
Thursday I addressed the Senate, urging
that it was time for Congress to monitor
the CIA. While it is supposed to be a
factfinding Agency, in which role it has
been notably unsuccessful, as in Cuba
and now in Honduras. it has been more
than evident, from the information that
trickles through, that it is far more than
that. It is also an undercover cloak and
dagger organization, making its own
policies, following its own bent, sub-
‘Ject to no control by the Congress, a re-
spect in which it is unique. That
uniqueness is undersirahle in our democ-
racy.

As I pointed out on the floor of the
Senate a year ago last January, when I
was in Central America on a mission for
the Public Works Committee, Inspecting
the Inter-American Highway, the head
of the U.S. mission in one of the Central

American countries told me that the CIA .

was active there, that it had a lot of
money to spend, that it was promoting
candidacies of individuals which were not
in accord with the instructions and
policies which our mission was receiving
from the State Department.

It has been more than evident in Viet-
nam that the CIA there has been in con-
flict with the policics of the State
Department and the efforts of our new
Ambassador, Henry Cabot Lodge.

It is high time we sought to prevent
such intragovernmental conflict. I re-
ferred in my remarks to the pertinent
criticism of that situation voiced in the
Senate on September 20 by the distin-
guished majority leader the Senator from
Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD].

My proposal would siightly amend con-
current resolution 23 offered by the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Florida
[Mr. SmatHERs], that a watchdog com-
mittee over the CIA, cansisting of both
House and Senate Members, and com-
posed of three each from the Foreign
Relations, Armed Services, and Govern-
ment Operations Commaittees of the Sen-
ate as well as from corresponding com-
mittees of the House, be enacted.

I note with interest that the New Yark
Times yesterday, October 6, editorially
endorsed such a policy. In an editorial
entitled “State Within a State?” it says
that the CIA “has gone 400 long without
adequate congressional responsibility”
and it urges “that a Joint Congressional
Committee on Intellizence should be
established to monitor our intelligence
services, to safeguard their security and
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to reducé the dangers secret i ionage

and covert operations prisent 3 a free
society.”

I ask wunanimous consent 11t the
Times editorial, “State Within = istate?”

be printed at this point in my rsmarks.

There being no objection, th: :titorial
was ordered fo be printed in th- }:rcorbp,
as follows: .

STaTe WITHIN A DTATE?

Is the Central Intelligencs: Age: -y a state
within astate?

Presldent Kennedy's recal. of ti = nead of
CIA operations In South Vietna:.. coming
after persistent reports of 1liscar = retween
him and Ambassador Lodge, app¢: s to pro-
vide substantive corroboration tc le long-

volced charges that our intelliger "2 organi-

zation too often tends to “make” ».licy.
The CIA is a large and, on the w :cie, well-
organized intelligence apparat:—=  which
knows and employs all the tricks . .I-e trade.
But it not only gathers inte:ligen: - it oper-
ates saboteurs, guerrillas, »nd o ‘wr para-

military forces. And its operat -7:s—par-
ticularly if they are not carefully r *cgramed,
controlled, and directed—tead wi -v nilly to
influence polley, if not to n.ake i .

The Agency has many ext.emel:
But it operates behind the cloak
mity and secrecy—and secre.:y add
When the same organization ¢
telligence and evaluates it, ind, 2 tae same
time, conducts clandestine oper:.:cns—and
when that organization is as powe [ui and as
well financed as the CIA— there s an in-
evitable tendency for some of it: 2:rsonnel
to assume the functions of king-n: ¥ rs.

Communist imperialism and the -3 igencies
of the nuclear age have trough 48 eons
away—whether we like it cr not {.om the
era of 1929, when Secretary »f Sto 3simson
closed the Nation’s only coc --reaking
organization with the remua.k tk.:! ‘gentle-
men do not read each other’s ma Today
we must read the other fellow’s nsil if we
want to survive,

But the CIA, like the FT:1, ha
long without adequate congres
countability. A Joint Consgressi.
mittee on Intelligence, so lcng u:
often frustrated by congressionr
place and petty jealousies, shoulr
lished to monitor our intelli:ence
safeguard thelr security arcd to

wvle men.
4 anony-
t:» power.
Fects in-

tone too
¢aal  ae-
a1 Com-
.>i but so
nride of
b estab-
-1 vices, to
«¢uce the

dangers secret espionage and cc' (r' opera-
tions present to a free socie'y.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Presiden: vill the
Senator yield?

Mr. GRUENING. I vyic:1 with
pleasure. ’

Mr, MORSE. I join the Sern itor from
Alaska in the comments he : naking
critical of the CIA. I pacticu: 'y com-
mend the New York Timis for ©= pene-

trating editorial which the Se.zior has
placed in the RECORD.

As the Senator from #lasks knows, I
also have been disturbed for a :ong time
about the unchecked powers ¢ tie CIA.
I have said on the floor of ¥ : Senate
many times—and I repeat tca-—that
it is not safe in a democr::cy t¢ 31ve any
segment of government exer:.s ng un-
checked powers. When I spe: 2 of un-
checked powers, I mean pc . crs un-

checked by the legislative: brar - of the
perate
ieceping

Government, because we cann: ¢
this system of governmeont i:
with its constitutional intent ar
if we take away from the Loegis' iz
power to check any segmer @ of the
Government.

I am disturbed by wht I~ : 5 from
members of the Appropriistion ~ommit-
tee, to the effect that afier ai’. :he Ap-
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propriptions Committee has some sort of

check .on the CIA. There are members"

of the Appropriations Committee who
tell me that is not a check of any
substance.

I repeat: The Congress is ducking its
responsibilities in respect to the CIA.
The Congress owes to the American peo-
ple the placing of a clear legislative
check on the CIA. The only way we can
check it is to set up a congressional
watchdog committee wizh authority and
power to require from the CIA every bit
of intelligence information the Congress
thinks it ought to have in order to pro-
tect the operation of this system of gov-
ernment by checks and halances, because
the alternative is the development of a
creeping police state within the Govern-
ment of the United States. That is de-
veloping. ~ One cannot explain on gov-
ernmental theory the tnchecked power
of the CIA except on the basis of the
fact—and it is an ugly fact—that there
is a creeping police stati: power develop-
ing within this democracy. It isa cancer
which must be removed. . The only way
we can remove it is for the Congress to
assume its clear constitutional duties as
well as powers in respect to the CIA.

Mr. GRUENING. I could not agree
more with my friend the senior Senator
from Oregon. The CIA, operating in
secret, as the Senator properly says, per-
forming wholly contrary to our American
traditions and our proiessions, is sup-
posed to be a fact-finding Agency. It
has been notably unsuccessful as a fact-
finding Agency. It was wrong on Cuba.
It misled us grieviously with the result
that Cuba has Castro and his Commu-
nist tyranny. It certainly contributed
to the Bay of Pigs fiasca. It was appar-
ently wrong on Hondiras. Only 24
hours before the revolt the State De-
partment let it be knowa—and presum-
ahly the State Department had access to
the CIA’s information—-that no revolt
was coming. Yet it “popped.”

In addition to that, we know the CIA
is far more than a fact-finding Agency.
An article in the New Republic, a re-
sponsible publication, akout a year ago,
stated flatly that the CIA was responsi-
ble for an assassination in a Caribbean
country.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 5 min-
utes for which the Senuator was recog-
nized have expired. '

Mr. GRUENING. M. President, I
shall take only 1 minute more.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDEN"".
will state it. L

Mr. MANSFIELD. Isthe Senate oper-
ating under controlled tirne?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. The
Senator from Washinglon [Mr. Mac-
NUsoN] yielded such time as he wished
to the lEenator from Alaska, within his
time limitation.

Mr. GRUENING. I shall need only 1
minute more.

I do not know whether that charge
was-true. - The mere fact that a respon-
sible publication could make the charge
that the CIA was responsible for the as-
sassination of a political leader ir a Car-
ibbean republic should have been enough
to bring about a congressional investi~

The Senator
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gation and the kind of action I urge,
which the Senator from Florida [Mr.
$SMATHERS] has proposed, and the senior
Senator from OQregon [Mr. MORSE] so
heartily and correctly endorses. '

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING
SENATE SESSION

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Washington yield me
a minute? )

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Montana.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Mcontana is recognized for 1 min-
ute.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Subcommit-
tee on Reorganization and International
Organizations of the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations may be authorized
to meet during the session of the Senate
today.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
objection, it is so ordered.

Without

I o————

ORDER OF BWUSINESS

* Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, how
much time have I under my control on
the bill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Weashington has 25 minutes.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, if it is
inconvenient for the Senator to yield, T
am authorized to use time on this side.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Why not use 5 min-
utes of the time under the control of the
Senator from Delaware?

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, I yield
myself 5 minutes. ,

The VICE PRESIDEKT. The Senator
from New York yields himself 5§ minutes.

Mr. LAUSCHE, Mr. President, how
much time is there?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Scnator
from Washington has 25 minutes. The
Senator from New York yields himself 5
minutes. The Senator from New York
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KEATING. I thank the Chair.

RADIO ASTRONOMY SERVICE

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, last
Friday the Federal Communications
Commission completed action in a rule-
making proceeding of widespread public
interest involving the future of the radio
astronomy service. Its decision, I am
heartened to report, was that channel
37, an optimum radio astronomy fre-
guency, would be retained in the fre-
quency ailocation but would not be li-
censed for commercial purposes for a
period of 10 years, that is, until at least
January 1, 1974.

Mr. President, radio astronomy re-

search is a vital part of our national
scientific effort to uncover some of the
dark secrets of outer space, with great
present and potential practical value for
the U.S. space prograrn. Around the
country, indeed around the world, both
publicly and privately supported radio
astronomy facilities have an intenss
stake in an exclusive frequency which
wiil be protected on a longrun basis
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from any and all manmade interfer-
ence. Any ercsion of the protection af-
forded such a frequency as channel 37
would be extremely detrimental to the
future progress of radio astronomy and
wasteful of the sizable investment in
facilities which has so far been made;
and it may well be that the 10-year
protection just ordered by the FCC will
not prove to be a sufficient guaranty of
protection for the long-range needs of
the program.

Nevertheless, the FCC is to be com-
mended for its recognition of the broad
bublic interest inherent in the radio
astronomy service. I know that the in-
stitutions and companies in New York
State which now maintain radio astron-
omy facilities or which are planning to
install them in the future together with
the thousands employed by them-—to
mention only several, Cornell University,
the Hayden Planetarium, and the Gen-
eral Electric Co.—will welcome the FCC
decision of last week,

It is my intention, however, to seek
out scientific opinion in order to deter-
mine whether the action that was taken
stopped short.of fulfilling the permanent
objectives of the program, and I will
certainly want to make sure, if further
protection should he necessary, that it
will be afforded at the proper time.

KINGS COUNTY COUNCIL OF THE
JEWISH WAR VETERANS

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, each
year the Kings County Council of the
Jewish War Veterans are hosts to hospi-
talized veterans at Yankee Stadium.
For a day, the council provides activi-
tles and amusements for these Veter-
ans—many of whom rarely see the out-
side of hospital walls.

Mr, President, the Kings County Coun-
cil of the Jewish War Veterans—in fact,
all Americans—have not forgotten their
obligation to their war veterans—men
who have given so much in the name of
America and fresdom. Because of my
admiration for the activities of the Jew-
ish War Veterans of America, I have
introduced legislation in this Congress
which would incorporate this group. If
enacted, this legislation would grant Fed-
eral recognition to this organization. It
is my hope that my bill will be favor-
ably acted upon in the near future.

Mr. President, I salute the Kings
County Council of the Jewish War Vet-
erans for brightening the day for many
of our hospitalized veterans. Their un-
selfish gesture deserves the gratitude
of the entire Nation.

SITUATION IN SOUTH VIETNAM

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, in an
unprecedented move, South Vietnam’s
Ambassador to the United States, Tran
Van Chuong, resigned his post in oppo-
sition to the policies of President Ngo
Dinh Diem.

I ask unanimous consent to include in
the RECORD an interesting interview by
Jock Lawrence with Ambassador Chuong
which appeared in a recent issue of the
Washington World.
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Thers is much legitimate concern about
the possibility that we will be denying fu-
ture generations the use of valuable minerals
and valuable essentlal sources of water if we
close off these areas for wilderness preserva-
tion. This provision that I have read to you

is spparently intended to make people who

are not familiar wtih the realities of the
situation believe that the wilderness bill does
not lock up these mineral resources about
which everyone is concerned. You and I
know that the provision doesn’t mean &
thing because nobody is golng to risk the
capital investment required for exploration
today unless he has an assurance that he
will be permitted to develop a mine if he
makes s discovery. The Senate-passed wild-
‘erness bill denles this assurance.

Likewise, we will expose in the House of
Representatives the fact that the proposed
authority of the President to permit pros-
pecting and mining is meaningless except in
the context of anticipating the day when the
United States has no mineral resources any
place else. The mining industry and 1ts
friends know how long it takes to find and
develop & mine. We recognize that it Is
ridiculous : to - say that these resources,
although locked up, will be avallable in the
event of diemergency—time just would not
permit finding and developing mineral re-
sources after we are enmeshed in an em-
ergency sltuation.

My conclusion, therefore, is that 1f we are
golng to have wilderness legislation there
must be realistic provisions relating to the
discovery and development of our mineral re-
“sources. I assure you that if a bill is reported
out of my subcommittee it will have simple,
unmistakable language that even the lawyers
will understand, prescribing the guldelines
for any restriction on mining actlvity.

Last year, when the House Interior Com-
mittee reported a wilderness bill that rep-
resented an effort by the committee to effect
a compromise between the proponents and
opponents of wilderness legislation, 6,822,400
acres of forest land were classifled by the
Forest Service as “wilderness,” “wild,” and
“canoe”; and the House committee version
of the wilderness bill would have given these
6.8 million acres of land immediate wilder-
ness status subject to continued mineral
exploration and development for a 25-year
period. In the year that has passed since
that bill was reported out, the Secretary of
Agriculture and the Chief of the Forest Serv-
ice have added over s million and a half
acres in these categorles so that there are

. now 8,391,648 acres in wilderness, wild, and
canoe areas.

Areas presently classified as, and givén wil-
derness protéction by the Department of
Agriculture, restrict the type of use that can
be.made of the areas. Miners have demon-
strated that they can prospect for and de-
~velop the mineral resources while preserv-
ing the wilderness characteristics. In an-
swer to some of the arguments that main-
tain that the wilderness areas possess no
mineral values, we have a report prepared by
the Chief of the Forest Service Indicating
that, since the flrst wilderness bill was
passed by the Benate September 6, 1961, 350
mining claims were filed in wilderness and
wild areas and an additional 187 claims have
been filed in primitlve areas within the na-
tional forests.

These statistics point up a few things: (1)
There are mineral resources in the areas em-
braced by the wilderness bill; (2) prospec-
tors: are willing. to enter these undeveloped
areas in search- of valuable miherals; and
(3) the ‘350 acres in wilderness and wild
areas, at 20 acres per claim, would involve
7,000 ‘acres. .out of over 8 millioh acres, or
less than-one-tenth of 1 percent of the area
that would have been given wilderness pro-
tectlon by both the Senate bill and the
House committee bill of last year. Inci-
dentally, I do not know what method the
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Chief of the Forest Service used but he esti~
mated that, of the 350 claims, only 88 “may
be valid,” thereby reducing to 1,760 ncres
the area in which we may expect mining
development to take place. I do pot think
that mining threatens the wilderness.

The bill reported out by the House com-
mittee last Congress tried to compromise
the mining issue by providing the 25-year
period I referred to earlier, during which
mining would be permitted .and after which
the lands would be withdrawn from appro-
priation under the mining jaws. Let us re-
view some of the other important provisions
of that bill.

The wilderness, wild, and icanoe areas have
been identified with preciseness; however, the
primitive areas must still be delineated.
Therefore, we can blanket in the wilderness,

wild, and cance areas because we Know ex-.

actly what land 1s affected. But we cannot
do the same with the primitive areas be-
cause even the wilderness:advocates recog-
nize that these areas must be reviewed.
Only after they have heen:reviewed can we
in Congress pass on whather specific areas
should be given wilderness protection,

The committee sought to preserve the tra-
ditional position of Congress as making pol-
icy In the fleld of land management and
leaving it up to the Executive to carry out
those policy guldelines. If, on top of the
protection given by the executive branch to
these wilderness areas, we are going to pro-
vide legislative protection, it is necessary for
Congress to pass on each individual aresa.

At this point, let me give you an example
of what I consider to be a weakness in the
Senate wilderness bill: Under section
3(b) (1) of S. 4, the Secretary of Agricul-
ture would review the primitive areas and
then the President would submit his “rec-
ommendations,” which would become final
unless vetoed by Congress, providing for any
alteration in the boundsaries of the primi-
tive areas subject to the provisp that any
primitive area recommended for inclusion
in the wilderness system could not be larger
in area than the amount ciassified as primi-
tive on the effective daie of the act. In
some of the primitive arcas there are thou-
sands of acres of land devoted to uses, such
as roads, that are incompatible with wilder-
ness. The Senate bill would therefore per-
mit the Department to drop out 10000 or
50,000 or more acres of roads or other uses
and substitute 50,000 acres of land that
might be potentially valuabie for resource
development; or, to put the example in prac-
tical terms, the Executive could drop 50,000
acres of rocks, stones, and rattiesnakes and
inciude in the wilderness 50,000 acres of ma-
ture timber. In order to make certain that
Congress acts based on full knowledge of
the facts, I assure you that, if there is going
to be a wilderness bill, there will be pro-
vision for affirmative action by Congress after
the Chief Executive or his Cabinet officers
have made thelr review and submitted their
recommendations to the Congress.

We have not scheduled any hearings on
wilderness legislation because, right at the
moment, there seems to be no point in do-
ing so. Should it develop that the wilder-
ness proponents are willihg to move in the
direction of the compromise offered by the
House committee last year, I would be willing
to schedule hearings on this leglglation.

1 recognize the fact that no direct specific
testimony was received by our commiitee
on the proposals offered by the House com-
mittee. Accordingly, if the House of Repre-
sentatives recesses during November and leg-
islation slong the lines of the House com-
mittee compromise wilderness bill seems pos-
sible, I will seek authorigy to hold hearings
in the West on proposals that might lead
to such compromise along the lines of that
bill. If the House does not take a recess,
then it seems to me the: best we can hope
for would be to have the staff work com-
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pleted this fall afid to hold he. :iugs in
washington in the early part of r f. year,
relylng on national organiz:tions such as
yours to obtain the views of the -.:ople of
the West on the specific proposals « -1 tained
in the House committee bill.

T am pleased to have had his op -»tunity
to discuss this legislation w:th yo: -m the
same platform with the chairmu:: ..of our
Committee on Interior and Tnsul: - Affalrs;
T feel certain that he will ceatinu- tu sup-
port me in my views that hearings v : ihe wil-
derness legislation would serve n: |-urpose
unless we have some advance ind! a.lon or
assurance that the wilderness adv: 4 es will
move in the direction of the H: s coms~
mittee bill.

PRESENTED AT THE PuUBLIC TANDS SESSION,
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1863, “r1FRICAN
MINING CONGRESS MINING C¢ ‘ve<NTION,
Los ANGELES, CALIF., BY V(HE I':'7?iORABLE
JouN P. Savior, U.S. REPR! -ENTATIVE
FroM PENNSYLVANIA
Mr. Chalrman, my colleagucs in e House,

and colleagues on the pan:l, an.i iriends,

having been the individual in Cor :r:ss who

introduced in the House of Repr: @ :latives
the first wilderness bill and who i "t oduced
the bill to modernize the mining irws and

after hearing the comments that ave beén
made, I take consolidation in the ‘rct that
in the dark days of Presideat Lir-oin’s ad-
ministration when he looked ever . .i.iere for
friends and could find few, jie wa: 1 ‘lighted

one day to have call upon him » group of
people that he had known in & oringfield,
III. They asked him, “Mr. :usident,
how do you like your job?” It . ,eported

that he leaned back in his - :uwir and
stretched his long legs and looke ¢ .1t them
and sald “Well I'll tell you it re-n nds me
very, very much of the maa who i:d been
tarred and feathered and was be np: ridden
out of town on a rail,” and he saii “‘that If
it wouldn’t have been for the ‘»nor he
would just as soon have wa:ked.”

Now many people have asked o~ wvhy you
from Pennsylvanla take an inte: in the
West., Let me tell you that I cor:= irom an
area In Pennsylvania—and I'm d: lighted to
look out in this crowd and sec e former
Johnstowner, Mr. Williams, who ‘s here as
one of the officials of the Color: ¢ Fuel &
Iron Co—he can tell you that in -1 section
of Pennsylvania from which we some—we
are very much interested in mi: irz. And
I am delighted to have this opp: rtunity to
come here and talk to you, beci: .5, some-
times, 1t is from those who are 1..t in your
organization that you might fir i some of
the things that are causing oie: people
to look at you askance. On: year :
meeting, Chalrman AspiNaLt said rhi
“one of the difficulties of the p::2:ic lands
laws including the mining law i» taat they
have been in existence for : long :kae with-
out an overall review and over-ail. The
scope of the mining law f 187 .28 been
curtailed by the Mineral Leasins Aat, The
procedure, however, for lccatak!: minerals
remains exactly the same despi ~ the fact
that just about everything «lse ir “t 2 United
States has changed.” And T'd Iii . one year
later, to say “Amen’” to ‘that r 1 ement—
because it's true—even truer tc:av than a
year 8g0.

One of the reasons that T have ‘miroduced
& bill to revise the mining laws i taat there
are groups and people In this crnntry that
look upon you as despoilers. T: 5 I do nof
believe. But unless something . done by
the American mining industry tc ..cip create
& better atmosphere and a better :1ipression
among the American pecple, .ou are in
trouble. If you are afraid of ci 'rge—then
you are in more trouble. If youw :ui tohang
on t0 what you have and szy tha a hundred
years ago it was given to you ari:¢ that you
will not move from your present sitlon—I
am afrald that some day i1 the .e.r future

3.
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you may have many things handed to you
that will not be to your liking. And, because
I believe that a great, a healthy and a pros-
berous mining industry in this country is
one of the real cornerstones of the American
economy, I have tried to issue a challenge to
the American mining industry,

Now I do not at this {ime or at.any other
time want to tell you that I have all the
solutions to your problems because I know
that I do riot. But I hoge that my approach
may cause you—the brains of a great in-
dustry—to think about your present job anc
about:your future, '

Before I introduced the bill to revise the
mining laws I sent it to a number of my
friends in the mining industry and it came
back with this remarkatle analysis. Those
men that I classity as middle age and over,
all thought 1t was terrib.e and those that I
classify as below middie age—1 mean by
that those younger than 1nyself—all thought
it was. marvelous.

Now let me see what I have tried to do.
This bill has two purposes. PFirst, 1t would
protect the interest of tlie legitimate pros-
pectors. and miners by establishing an or-
derly procedure for the exploration and
discovery of mineral deposits and the pat-
enting: of mining claims on public lands.
I might tell you folks thas; you are one of the
few groups In this counttry that has the
right to get a patent bul believe it or not
there dre other groups in this country-that
are looking at this right that you have and
saying that if the miners have it, why can't

" we, Just a few days ag>, in Washington,
when our committee was conducting hear-
ings on Chairman Aspinanr’s bill, H.R. 8070,
to provide a commission for the overal] re~
view of the public land laws, a representa-
tive of the cattle industry, and a very able
representative, stated that when cattlemen
go on the public range aad they place de-
velopments on the public range, why should
they not be given the right to get a patent
to that land just as the miner does when he
discovers a mineral. Let me tell you, my
friends, that you've got a hard answer to

' come up with because the cattle industry is
also an-important cornerssone in this great
country of ours and they, too, use large sec-
tions of this public domain and they have
improved our range and they have prevented
rushing'  washoffs and rapid runoffs and
they’re spending thelr moey to make sure
that they can continue to have s healthy
operation.

The second purpose of the mining revision
bill that I introduced is to protect the overall
public interest in public lands, on which
mining activities are bermitted, by assuring
that mining is conducted in a manner com-
patible with other multiple-use objectives
of the public lands,

Now the legitimate miner hag beenn held
up to public ridicule and scorn because of
the weekend miner. A man who takes ad-
vantage of the loopholes ir. the law of 1872
to get himself a plece of the public domain
under the guise of mining and who gets g
personal and preferential use in outstanding
recreation, scenie, hunting snd fishing areas,
is abusing the law and bringing criticism on
all. One of the outstanding cases is one that
occurred a few years ago i the State just
north of here. You are ail familiar with it.
Patents were issued under the gulse of min-
Ing, Let me tell you that. the payroll, as
shown by the reports that ivere filed, would
not have: paid for the 8 yoars’ assessment
work on the claims; but, in the meantime, on
the lands which were patented, over 2 mil-
lon board feet of valuable timber was cut.
Oh, they got a little mineral, that's true; but
they didn't get much. And I am satisfied
that it was never the purposs to get minerals
in the first place.

Now if your industry really believes that
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you can stend on the Jaw'of 1872 then I as an
easterner warn you today—and as a friend
I warn you—that you are in trouble. I hope
that from this convention you, who are the
braing of the industry, will come forward
not only o your Congrass, but to your Sec-
retary of Interior and to your Secretary of
Agriculture, with a constructive revision pro-
gram so that in the years to come we may
continue to have a healthy American rain-
ing industry.

QUESTIONS ON PROFOSED UNITED
STATES AND RUSSIAN COLLABO-
RATION ON MAN-ON-THE-MOON
- PROJECT

(Mr. JOHANSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise end extend his re-
marks.) )

Mr. JOHANSEN. Mr. Speaker, apro-
pos of the President’s recent proposal
that the United States and Soviet Russia,
collaborate on the man-on-the-moon
pbroject, I respectfully raise these two
questions: o,

First. If this moon-shot project is not
expected to contribute substantially to
our military know-how and national de-
fense, how can we justify to the Ameri-
can taxpayers the many billion dollars
of cost which it involves?

Second. If it is definitely anticipated
that this project will develop vital mili-
tary information and thus contribute to
national defense, how can we Justify
making Soviet Russia a partner in the
project, and, therefore, a cobeneficiary
of that vital military information?

I would like to hear an uneensored and
unexpurgated answer to these two ques-
tions from the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

Nrm——

PROPOSED JOINT COMMIT'f“EE TO
SUPERVISE CIA

(Mr. LINDSAY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Speaker, the
growing press reporis to the effect that
there has been a breakdown of relations,
even of communication, between the
State Department and the CIA in South
Vietnam can no longer he ignored. It
is bad enough that U.S, policy in this
part of the world can, at best, be
described as “misunderstood”—and
therefore elumsy—but when clumsy
policy is divided up between quarreling
U.S. agencies it is even worse. The
gentleman from Florids [Mr. Rocers]
has just referred to an additional press
report of the divisions, disagreements,
end breakdowns in communication
between the State Department and the
Central Intelligerice Agency in South
Vietnam. Now if these reports are right,
ve should not be sitting still. If they are
wrong, they should be exposed ag false
and the record set straight. Inany event
if seems plain that there have been leaks
from one agency or the other or both.

Eighteen Members of the House of
Representatives, I among them, have
introduced resolutions calling for the
creation of a joint committee to super-
vise the intelligence community. At

—

October 3

least two Members of the other body have
introduced identical resolutions., A few
weeks ago I spoke for an hour on the
floor on this subject. I think we Mem-~
bers of the House would not be living up

" to our obligations as legislators were we
to ignore this question.

Recently Hanson Baldwin, distin-
guished journalist and expert on military
and security affairs—a person who indi-
vidually believes in executive control in
matters of this kind—has written a sec-
on major article on the U.S. intelligence
community and has again pointed to

the
absence of congressional supervision over
this giant, billion-dollay complex,
e e
RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
PROGRAM

(Mr. PRICE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks at this
point in the REecorp, and to include a
speech by the Director of the Rural Elec-
trification Aministration.)

Mr. PRICE. Mr, Speaker, so much is
being said about the job of rural elec-
trification being finished that there is g
real danger Members of the Congress
may be misled into accepting a false im-~
Dression of this vital and constructive
program.

It is refreshing then to have the views
of the man who is in position to gage
the status of rural electrification today,
the very able Administrator of the Rural
Electrification Administration, Norman
M. Clapp. These views are being ex-
pressed by Mr. Clapp in a series of meet-
ings around the country with the men
and women who direct and manage the
rural electric cooperatives which have
wrought a miracle in bringing the bene-
fits of electricity to areas far from the
central station plants which produce
light and power for our cities and
suburbs.

In this speech Administrator Clapp is
proposing “A Program for Growth"
which he believes is necessary if the
rural power systems are to succeed in
achieving the objectives of the Rural.
Electrification Act. Toward this goal,
he proposes an orderly and businesslike
apyroach to the unfinished business of
rural electrification through a program
which will permit_the rural electric sys-
tems to become self-sustaining.

It should be understood that the pro-
bosals and the program he offers are
the product of his experience and deep
pbersonal interest in REA, cooperative
rural electrification, and the develop-
ment of rural America. He has brought
to this task the background of his long
and close association with the rural
electric cooperatives in his native Wis-
consin, and the habit, which he devel-
oped while publishing a county seat
newspaper, of weighing a situation fairly
and objectively, in meeting his obligation
to all the people. Thus he has shaped a
bolicy which he believes will serve the
interests of every American, while help-
ing to assure the future. security and ef-
fectiveness of the rural systems which
serve those who created them, the 5 mil-
lion member-owners of the REA-fi-
hanced rural electric cooperatives,
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Mr. MANSFIELD. I did not read the
story. ]

Mr. JAVITS. I am sorry. The story
states that the Senate Commerce Com-
mittee expects to finish its work on the
public accommodations bill today. It
also states:

The chairman, Senator WaRrEN CG. Mac-
NUsoN, Democrat, of Washington, sald the
Senate might then use it as the vehicle for a

general civil rights debate, without waiting -

for the House to act.

But the majority leader, MIKE MANSFIELD,
of Montana, threw cold water on this idea.
He said taking up civil rights with flrm
agreement on only one part of the bill would
open the way to innumerable amendments
and endless debate,

Thus, the prospect still is that the House
will act first and that its bill will be inter-
cepted when it reaches the Senate. The out-
100k is for a Senate ¢ivil rights debate that
will go on until Christmas Eve—and possibly
longer.

The Magnuson approach, as indicated
by the article, is what I have long been
contending for; and the Senator from
Montana has been steadfast in his view
that the way to do it is to intercept the
House bill. I was giving my opinion that
this would cost 4 more weeks in debate
than if the Senate took the Commerce
Committee bill. I was also referring to
the rumor that the White House has
adopted the view that the civil rights
" bill should precede consideration of the
tax bill. I agree with that view, and I
was giving my reasons, in terms of do-
mestic tranquility, which I think is occa-
sioned by the delay in dealing with the
civil rights issue by Congress, why I
thought the Magnuson prescription was
the right one.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator yleld?

Mr. JAVITS. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Times story
states my position accurately; namely,
that so far as the Senator from Montana
is concerned, 1t is not his intention to
call up the Magnuson proposal for the
reasons enumerated. The Senate would
spend much more time on civil rights if
it operated on that basis than if it
awalted a bill from the House.

I have previously stated my position.
The Senator from New York and I are
unchanging in our position.

Mr. JAVITS. That is correct.

Mr. MANSFIELD. For the past month
or more, he has wanted the Senate to
get to work on the proposal in the Com-
merce Committee, and for the past
month or more I have said that it would
be my intention, if I had my way, to
wait for the House to pass its bill, meet
it at the door, place it on the calendar,
and then face up, not merely to a part of
the civil rights bill, but to the whole, or
as much of the whole as possible.

It is the intention of the leadership to
consider both a civil rights bill and a
tax bill. If by chance the tax bill is
available before the civil rights bill from
the House is, it would be my intention
at the moment to call up the tax bill
first. Butf that is something which only
the future will be able to give us a look
into. All I want to emphasize is that I
am in favor of taking up the civil rights

No. 1586—T

bill as it comes from the House, and that,
so far as the tax bill and the civil rights
bill are concerned, it is our intention to
consider both of them. no matter how
long it requires.

The Senator has mentioned Christ-
mas. If it takes to the end of the time
for legal adjournment of the first session
of the 88th Congress, which is January
1 of next year, we will go that long, if we
are not finished, and, if need be, we will
continue with the next session imme-
diately.

Mr. JAVITS. The Senator has cor-
rectly stated that our positions have not
changed. I feel as strongly as he does;
and I think he is making a great mis-
take. The civil rights debate should be
started as soon as it is possible, which
is as soon as the Commerce Committee
makes its report. Of course, it is pos-
sible to offer amendments to other bills,
as was done the other day in extending
the life of the Civil Rights Commission,
but that method does not get much sup-
port, understandably, except when it is
absolutely essential, and it sometimes is.
But I believe the report of the Commerce
Committee, which has been promised
soon, will be the showdown in this situ-
afion.

I understbod very well that the major-
ity leader had not changed his view, but
I thought it advisable to make it clear,
in view of the support of the position I
have taken by the chairman of the Com-~
merce Committee, or, at least, which has
been implied to be the position of the
chairman of the Commerce Committee.
Of course, the chairman of the Commerce
Committee will speak for himself if he
feels the newspaper article gives the
wrong implication so far as he is con-
cerned.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

My, JAVITS. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from Alaska has asked me to yield
to him before I make a rather extended
speech on East-West trade. I ask unani-
mous consent that I may yield 5 minutes
to him, and I beg my colleague to con-
fine himself to 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection it is so ordered.

N—————
IT IS TIME FOR CONGRESS TO
MONITOR THE CIA

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, 1
ask the distinguished majority leader’s
attention, because reference is made to
him in these remarks with respect to the
CIA.

Mr. President, for some time now many
of us in the Congress have been gravely
concerned about the activities of the
Central Intelligence Agency. This is the
one agency of the Federal Government
which operates “on its own” without the
customary supervision and control nor-
mally exercised over other Federal de-
partments and agencies.

Yesterday, under the headline “Rich-
ard Starnes Reveals Arrogant CIA Dis-
obeys Orders in Vietham,” the Washing-
ton Daily News apparently confirms the
basis for our concern. I ask unanimous
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consent that the text of Mr. Siaines’ arti-
cle be printed in full in the EECORD at
the conclusion of my remari -

The PRESIDING OFFICEL .
objection, it is so ordercd.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. GRUENING. This siory under-
lines the remarks made on .ha floor of
the Senate on September 8. 1963, by
the able and distinguishe ! majority
leader [Mr. MansFIELp] wi en he ad-
monished the U.S. agencie: in South
Vietnam to work in harmce :y and re-
minded them that the Am :assador to
that country, Mr. Lodge, wi= in charge
of directing all their activties.

The majority leader statei in part:

Mr. President, if this large ::u:iingent of
Americans is so to function, th »re can be in
Vietnam only one channel th ough which
direction can flow. The Presi: «::t and the
Secretary of Sate cannot set up nradquarters
in Saigon; but they do have in ikai tortured
city an eminently qualified m:n who does
speak for them—and 1s the o.!y man who
should speak for them -witly their para-
mount authority in this matter That is the
Ambassador, Mr. Henry Cabot I .dze, our for=-
mer colleague, and an outstafit ii:; American
in every respect.

Without

I wish to associate myself w:th his re-
marks.

I also ask unanimous con: -t that the
pertinent column by Arthu :i{rock ap-
pearing in the New York Times this
morning be printed in the Eecorp at the
conclusion of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICE .. Without
ohjection, it is so order=d.

“(See exhibit 2.)

Mr. GRUENING. Early last year,
while on a mission for the ;:enate Com-
mittee on Public Works in C niral Amer-

ica, I discussed the CIA si'uation with
our Ambassador to one of t 1ese Central
American countries. He saz:d there was
a well-financed CIA mis: o in that
country which did not keep ! ‘m informed
of its activities, but that h« vas certain
that it was working at croes-purposes
with the objectives the Dcozritment of
State had instructed him tc seek in that
country. This would appesz - 10 be a rep-
etition of {he situation in Vietnam.

Some time ago I joined --+iih the able
and distinguished junior {'enator from
Florida [Mr. SMATHER5] in cosponsoring
Senate Concurrent Resol:tion 23 to
establish a Joint Committs : on Central
Intelligence. That concu:ivent resolu-
tion is now before the Sena '« Tommittee
on Rules, and I do hope th :t that com-
mittee will take promot aci .

I notice present on the :ioor the dis-
tinguished chairman of th+ Committee
on Rules and Administrati»«n 'Mr, JoOr-
paN of North Carolinal.

I have spoken and writic:1 to Senator
SmATHERS previously and si:ooested that
besides representatives frori the Senate
Committee on Foreizn k-q-lations, the
House Committee on Foreig: Affairs, and
the House and Senate Comr.iitees on the
Armed Services, there sho:lr be repre-~
sentation from the Senat- and House
Committees on Governmer . ¢dperations.

He was favorably inclinte:. io this sug-
gestion.
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When I first wrote to Senator SMaTu-
ERS on PFebruary 26, 1963, I expressed
belief that:

The securlty agencles of this Nation should
be under a measure of congressional control.

This has become more spparent daily.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that my letter of February 26, 1963,
and Senator SMATHERS' response, be re-
printed in the Recorp at this time.

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the Reconrb,
as follows:

FEBRUARY 26, 1963,
Hon. GEORGE A. SMATHERS,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Dear GrORGE: I agree that the security
agencles of this Nation showld be under a
measure of congressional control and I am
bleased to cosponsor your concurrent resolu-
tion 23 which would establish a Joint Com-
mittee on Central Intelligence.

The resolution specifies that there would
be six members each from ihe Senate and
the House of Representatives. It further
states that these representa:ives would be
selected from the Central Intelligence Sub-
committee: of the Committee on Appropri-
ations and the Central Intelligence Subcom-
mittee of the Committee on Armed Services
in each body.

I hope ypu will find accepteble an amend-
ment I intend to offer which would further
specify that the membership of the Joint
Committed on Central Intelligence include
three members each from the Senate and
House Committee on Government Opera-
tions.

Both haye subcommittees which are con-
cerned with our nationsl security. The Sen-
ate Government Operations Subcommittee
on National Security Stafing end Operations

- chalred by Senator JacksoN works directly

with the President and witt. the national
security agencies. The recent enlargement
of the Senate Government Orerations Com-
mittee will facllitate its services.

Should you feel that a total membership
of 18 would be unwieldy it mizht be feastble
to have two members each from the three
committees, rather than three.

With best wishes, I remain

Cordially yours,

: ERNEST (JRUENING,
i7.8. Senator.

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
. February 28, 1963.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.8. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Dear ERNEST: I have your letter of Febru-
ary 26 and am very pleased to have you as
& cosponsor of a concurrent resolution intro-
duced by me to establish a Joint Commlttee
on Central Intelligence.

I have noted your suggested amendment
to the proposed resolution and most certainly
would have no objection. As a matter of
Tact, I feel that the amendment would be a
good one.

With kind regards, T am

Sincerely yours,
GEORGE A, SMATHERS,
U".S. Senator.

Mr. GRUENING. Accordingly, Mr.
President, 'I am today submitting an
amendment to Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution 23 t6 accomplish that purpose. I
ask that this amendment b2 printed in
the RECORD at the conclusion of my re-
marks and: that it lie at the desk until
the close of business on October 10, 1963,
to give those of my colleagues who wish
to do so an opportunity to join me in
pasponsoring this amendment.

P71B00364R000600100006-5
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be received, printed, and
aopropriately referred; and, without ob-
jection, the amendment will be printed
in the ReEcorp and lie on the desk as
requested.

The amendment was referred to the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, as follows:

On the first page, line 3, beginning with
“six” strike out all through. “four” in line
6, page 2, and insert in leu thereof the fol-
lowing: ‘“nine Members of the Senate to be
appointed by the President of the Senate,
and nine Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives to be appointed by the Speaker
of the House of Representatives. Of the
nine Members to be appointed from the Sen-
ate three shall be members of the Central
Intelligence Agency Subcoramittee of the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate,
three shall he members of the Central In-
telligence Agency Subcommiitee of the Com~
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate, and
three shall be members of the National Secu-
rity Stafing and Operations Subcommittee
of the Committee on Government Operations
of the Senate. Of the nine Members to be
appointed from the House of Representativés
three shall be members of the Central In-
telligence Agency Subcommlttee of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives, three shall be members of
the Central Intelligence Agency Subcommit-
tee of the Commitiee on Armed Services of
the House of Representatives and three shall
be members of the Foreign Operations and
Government Information Subcommittee of
the Committee on Government Operations

of the House of Representatives. Not more
then six™,
ExHIBIT1
[From the Washington Daily News, Oct. 2,
1983]

SrooKks MAKE LIFE MISERABLE I'OR AMBASSADOR
LopGE—ARROGANT CIA DISOBEYS ORDERS IN
VIETNAM

(By Richard Starnes) -

£a1c0N, October 2.—The story of the Cen-
tra: Intelligence Agency’s role in South Viet-
nar 18 a dismal chronicle of bureaucratic
arrogance, obstinate disregard of orders, and
unrestrained thirst for power. ’

Twice the CIA flatly refused to carry out
instructions from Ambassador Henry Cabot
Lodge, according to a high U.S. source here.
- In one of these instances the CIA frus-
trated a plan of action Mr. Lodge brought
with him from Washington, because the
Agency disagreed with it.

This.led to a dramatic confrontation be-
tween Mr, Lodge and John Richardson, chief
of the huge CIA apparatus here, Mr., Lodge
falled to move Mr. Richardsor, and the dis-
pute was bucked back to Washington. Sec-
retary of State Dean Rusk and CIA Chief
John A. McCone were unable to resolve the
conidict, and the matter 1s now reported to
be awalting settlement by President Ken-
nedy.

1t is one of the developments expected to
be covered in Defense Secretary Robert Mc-
Namara's report to Mr. Kennedy.

OTHERS3 CRITICAL, TOO

Ouher American agencies here are incredi-
bly bitter about the CIA.

“If the United States ever experiences a
‘Seven Days in May’ it will come from the
CIA, and not the Pentagon,” one U.S. official
commented caustically.

(“Seven Days in May” is a fictional ac-
count of an attempted military coup to take
over the U.S. Government.)

CIA “spooks” (& universal term for secret
agents here) have penetrated every branch of
the American community in Saigon, urtil
norspook Americans here almost seem to be
suffering a CIA psychosis.

E October 3

An American field officer with a distin-
gulshed combat career speaks angrily about
“that man at headquarters in Saigon wear-
ing a colonel’s uniform.” He means the man
is & CIA agent, and he can’t understand
what he is doing at U.S. military headquar-
ters here, unless It is spying on other Ameri-
cans.

Another American officer, talking about the
CIA, acidly commented: “You'd think they’d
have learned something from Cuba but ap-
parently they didn’:.”

FEW KNOW CIA STRENGTH

Few people other than Mr. Richardson and
his close alds know the actual CIA strength
here, but a widely used figure is 600. Many
are clandestine agents known only to a few
of their fellow spooks.

Even Mr. Richardson is & man about whom
it is difficult to learn much in Saigon. He
is sald to be a former 0SS officer, and to
have served with distinction in the CIA in
the Philippines.

A surprising number of the spooks are
known to be involved in their ghostly trade
and some make no secret of it.

“There are spooks in the U.S. Information
Service, in the U.S. operations mission, in
every aspect of American official and com-
mercial life here,” one official-—presumahbly
a nonspook—said.

““They represent a tremendous power and
total unaccountability to anyone,” he added.

Coupled with the ublguitous secret police
of Ngo Dinh Nhu, & surfeit of spooks has
given Salgon an oppressive police state at-
mosphere,

The Nhu-Richardson relationship is a sub-
Ject of lively speculation. The CIA continues
to pay the speclal forces which conducted
brutal ralds on Buddhist temples last August
21, although In fairness it should be pointed
out that the CIA 18 paying these goons for -
the war agalnst Communist guerrillas, not
Buddhist bonzes (priests).

HANDS OVER MILLIONS

Nevertheless, on the first of every month,
the CIA dutifully hands over a quarter mil-
lion American dollars to pay these special
forces.

Whatever else it buys, it doesn’t buy any
solld information on what the special forces
are up to. The August 21 raids caught top
U.S. officials here and in Washington fat-
footed.

Nhu ordered the special forces to crush the
Buddhist priests, but the CIA wasn’t let in
on the secret. (Some CIA button men now
say they warned their superiors what was
coming up, but in any event the warning of
harsh repression was never passed to top offi-
cials here or in Washlington.)

Consequently, Washington reacted unsure-
ly to the crisis. Top officials here and at
home were outraged at the news the CIA was
paying the temple ralders, but the CIA con-
tinued the payments.

It may not be a direct subsidy for a religi-
ous war against the country’s Buddhist ma-
Jority, but 1t comes close to that.

And for every State Department aid here
who will tell you, “Dammit, the CIA is sup-
posed to gather information, not make pol-
ey, but polieymaking is what they're doing
here;” there are military officers who scream
over the way the spooks dabble in military
operations,

A TYPICAL EXAMPLE

For example, highly trained trail watchers
are an important part of the effort to end
Vietcong infiltration from across the Lao
and Cambodian borders. But if the trail
watchers spot incoming Vietcongs, they re-
port it to the CIA in Saigon,and in the full-
ness of time, the spooks may tell the military.

One very high American official here, a
man who has spent much of his life in the
service of democracy, likened the CIA’s
growth to a malignancy, and added he was
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not sure even the White House could control
it any longer.

Ungquestionably Mr. McNamara and Gen.
Maxwell Taylor both got an earful from peo-
ple who are beginning to fear the CIA is
becoming a third force, coequal with Presi-
dent Diem’s regime and the U.S. Govern-
ment—and answerable neither. ’

There is naturally the highest interest here
as to whether Mr. McNamara will persuade
Mr. Kennedy something ought to be done
about it.

ExHI1BIT 2
[From the New York Times, Oct. 3, 1963.]

" In TuE NATION: THE INTRA-ADMINISTRATION
: . WAR 1IN VIETNAM

(By Arthur Krock)

WasHINGTON, October 2.—The Central In-
telligence Agency is getting a very bad press
in dispatches from Vietnam to American
newspapers and In articles originating in

* Washington. Like the Supreme Court when
under fire, the CIA cannot defend itself in
public retorts to criticisms of its activities as
‘they occur. But, unlike the Supreme Court,
the CIA has no open record of its activitles
on which the public can base a judgment of
the validity of the ecriticisms. Also, the
Agency 1s precluded from using the indirect
defensive tactic which is constantly em-
ployed by all other Government units under
critical fire. .

“This tactic 1s to glve information to the
press, under a seal of confidence, that chal-
lenges or refutes the critics. But the CIA
cannot father such inspired articles, hecause
to do so would require some disclosure of
its activities. And not only does the effec-
tiveness of the Agency depend on the secrecy
of its operations. Every President since the
CIA was created has profected this secrecy
from claimants—Congress or the public
through the press, for example—of the right
‘to share any part of it. .

WITH HIGH FREQUENCY

. This Presidential policy has not, however,
always restralned other executive units from
going confidentially to the press with attacks
on CIA operations in their common fleld of
responsibility. And usually it has been pos-
sible to deduce these operational details from
the nature of the attacks, But the peak of
the practice has recently been reached in
Vietnam and in Washington. This is re-
vealed almost everyday now in dispatches
from, reporters—in close touch with intra-
administration critics of the CIA—with ex-
cellent reputations for reliability.

One reporter in this category is Richard
Starnes of the Scripps-Howard newspapers.
Today, under a Saigon dateline, he related
that, according to a high U.S. source here,
twice the CIA flatly refused to carry out in-
structions from Ambassador Henry Cabot
Lodge * * * (and) In one instance frus-
trated a plan of action Mr. Lodge brought
from Washington because the Agency dis-
agreed with it. Among the views attributed
to U.S. officials on the scene, including one
described as a very high Amerlcan official
* * * who has spent much of his life in the
service of democracy * * * are the follow-
ing: .

The CIA’s gprowth was likened to a malig-
nancy which the very high official was
not sure even the White House could con-
trol * * * any longer. If the United States
ever experiences (an attempt at a coup to
overthrow the Government) 1t will come
from the CIA and not the Pentagon. The

. Agency represents a tremendous power and
total unaccountability to anyone.

. - DISORDERLY GOVEIRNMENT

Whatever else these passages disclose, they
most certainly establish that representatives
of other executive branches have expanded
their war against the CIA from the inner
_Government councils to the American people
via the press. And published simultaneously
are details of the Agency’s operations in Viet-

nam that can come only from the same critl-
cal official sources. This is disorderly gov-
ernment. And the longer the President tol-
erates it—the period already is considerable—
the greater will its potentials of hampering
the real war against the Vietcong and the
impression of a very indecisive administra-
tion in Washington.

The CIA may be guilly as charged., Since
it cannot, or at any rate will not, openly
defend its record in Vietnam, or defend it
by the same coniidential press brlefings
employed by its critics, the public 1s not in
a position to judge. Nor is this department,
which sought and failed to get even the oub-
lines of the Agency’'s case in rebuttal. But
Mr, Kennedy will have to make a judgment
if the spectacle of war within the executive
branch is to be ended and the effective func-
tioning he makes this judgment, hopefully
he also will make it public, as well as the
appraisal of fault on which it is based.

Doubtless recommendations as to what his
judgment should be were made to him to-
day by Secretary oi Defense McNamara and
General Taylor on their return from their
factfinding expedition into the embattled of-

ficlal jungle in Saigon.

TWENTY-TWO SENATORS REQUEST
ADMINISTRATION FIRMNESS IN
NOT COUNTENANCING MILITARY
OVERTHROW OF DULY CONSTI-
TUTED GOVERNMENTS IN LATIN
AMERICA

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, yes-
terday I joined 21 of my colleagues in
sending a telegram to President Kennedy
urging him to issue orders withdrawing
all U.S. personnel from the diplomatic,
military, and AID missions to the Domin-
ican Republic.

I ask unanimous consent that the text
of the telegram and the names of those
who sent it be printed in the RECORD at
the conclusion of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, the
point we are making to the President is
that so long as our personnel are physi-
cally present in the Dominican Republic
the statement of the United States that
it had broken relstions with the illegal
military junta which has seized power
from the legally constituted. government
of the Dominican Republic and the stop-
ping of foreign economic assistance are
ineffective.

The situation in the Dominican Re-
public is serious. It threatens the entire
Alliance for Progress. If the trend to-
ward the overthrow of duly constituted
civilian governments by illegal military
juntas is to stop, the time to stop it is
now.

Economic development of Latin Amer-
ica cannot be suecessful in an atmos-
phere of political unrest. The duly con-
stituted ecivilian governments cannot
carry out economic development plans
if they are in constant fear of a military
coup. If we condone these military coups
we play directly into the hand of the
Communists. The Alliance for Progress
is tied directly into self-help action by
the nations aided in the fields of social
and economic reform. If constitutional
governments are to be illegally thrown
out of office by mititary coups because
they seek to carry out such social and
economic reforms, there can be no hope

|
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for the success of the Alince for Prog-
ress.

The United States m-
abundantly clear not by
actions.

I said on the floo: of :
last Monday:

Because If we do not insi 't upon the re-
turn to constitutionsl gov -rment in the
Dominican Republie, then «i will be en-
dangering other ecivilian governments not
only in Latin America but i. ihe rest of the
world as well. We wiil be i : ffect inciting
similar military revolts in Venezuela, Co-
lumbia, and in other Latin Z:-rican nations
which are trying to establis . ::emocratic re-
gimes. We will be piaying .1-to the hands
of the Communists who wi'i -ejoice at the
installation of totalisarian:sm

-5, make this
words but by

¢ Senate this

.

This telegram was sen: ¢ the Presi-
dent late yesterday afte:noon. It was
fully reported by racio an: 'V last night,
but it is an interesting f: =" that it was
not considered news by 1.6 Washington
Post, the New York Time: and the New
York Herald-Tribu:sie. s an oldtime

" newspaperman and man- 2 ng editor of

various metropolitan new::o:pers inelud-
ing one of the three ju: nentioned, I
confess myself puzzizd. I would consider
that such action by 22 Sc¢ne-tors, includ-
ing three members of the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, to be :ews. I know
that the story was carrie:i -n full by the
news services, the AP, .ad UPI and
was therefore available :: all dailies in
the United States.

The news this mcrning taat the Hon-
duras Government had ilen before a
military coup is extrem:iv distressing
and serves to make incre. singly impera-
tive that the Unitec Stai 3 make crystal
clear that it will rot re-owmize or give
financial aid to any : 'cgal military
junta or Commun:st-ler -evolt which
deposes constitutionally -ircted govern-
ments.

ExsmIT 1

TexT OF OCTOBER 2, 1963, "VIRE SENT TO
PRESIDENT KENNEDY BY 27 M EMBERS OF THE
SENATE

The PRESIDENT,

The White House:

Success of Alliance for Pr. sz ess will be en-
hanced by U.8. action to reouff illegal mili-
tary overthrow of c.vilian {‘cvernment in
Dominican Republie.

Contlnuance of noirecog .«ion of military
junta and withholding of =c¢onomic assist-
ance imperative.

To underscore US. p:wtion and to
strengthen remaining Lati: .merican civil«
lan governments, strengly © #te issuance im-
mediately with wide:t pu--:i-ity, or orders
recalling forthwith eatire -ii:.lomatic, mili-
tary, and aid missions +m Dominican
Republic.

Even though assistance Ias been sus-
pended and announ:emen: f nonrecogni-
tion has been made, cont:i:v-d presence in
Dominican Republic of m: -3 ons’ personnel
it tanamount to giving ille; <} military junta
CGlovernment assurances of ::itimate recogni-
tion and resumptior: of r .i tary and eco-
nomic ald. All such pers sel other than
caretaker should be physic I+ withdrawn,

E. L. (BoB) BART:ETT, ":AVTEL BREWSTER,
FraNK CHURCH, J: 811 S, CLARK,
PavL DovucLAs, ALEB: .T (GORE, ERNEST
GRUENING, Pri:.1p Hai 7, VANCE HARTKE,
DaNIEL INOUYF, JACC i « AVITS, PAT MC~
Namara, Wayne Mor<r. FRANK Moss,
GAYLORD NELSCN, Joi N PASTORE, CLAX-
BORNE PELL, WILLIAr? 'ROXMIRE, JEN=-
NINGS Ranponi, H i 508 WILLIAMS,
Jr., RALPH YARrsOROU -+, and STEPHEN
Young, U.S. Senator-.
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HELPING AMERICA AND HER
YOUTH

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, on
September 25, 1963, the Senate passed
8. 1967, which extends the Juvenile De-
linquency and Youth Offensas Control
Act of 1961 for another 3 years. I was
proud to coguthor this legislation with
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. CLarx] and colleagues in both par-
ties. I think great progress has been
made under this legislation, which Con-
gress approved 2 years ago #nd which

~allowed the Federal Government, for the

first time, to take major action to assist
local communities in coping with their
delinguency problems.

We all knew then that the great and
complex problem of delinquensy was not
to be solved overnight. The legislation
provided for demonstration projects to
test new approaches to delinguency pre-
vention and cohtrol, approaclies that if
successful, might provide guidis to many
other cities. .

I have followed this program closely,
both on a national level and as it has
developed in Los Angeles, one of the
communities' receiving a grunt for a
demonstration project. My investiga-
tions have convinced me thay; this is a
sound program, one that promises to
reap major benefits in the years to come.

Several guidelines have been estab-

lished by the Attorney General, the Sec-.

retary of Labor, and the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare, the
three members of the President’s Com-
mittee on Juvenile Delinquensy, for the
administration of this program.

First is the realistic belief that we will
find no easy answers to delinquency.
The problem is too vast. Broken homes,
school dropouts, youth unenployment,
racial discrimination, socilal mobility,
inadequate health and housing facill-

tles—all of these contribute to the end:

result of juvenile delinquency. This
complex of problems cannot ke success~
fully attacked just with school programs,
or just with recreation, or just with so-
clal work, or just with job training.
There must be all these efforts, and mahy
more, working together, if we are to get
at the roots of the problem.

Thus the first criteria for demonstra,-
tion projects is that they be compre-
hensive—attacking the total problem—
across the board, not just individual
pieces. Unfosrtunately this has not often
been the case. All too frequently public
and private ‘youth agencies have had
little communication or have lieen ham-
pered by conflicting points of view and
rivalries.. But today we can: no longer
afford the luxury of fragmented, over-
lapping inefficient  efforts against de-
linquency. To meet the increasing prob-
lems of youth we must have a unified
effort.

The second criteria follows from the
first. In addition to fishting delinquency

on a broad front, we must have top-level’

local support for such a program.
Master plans worked out in an ivory
tower will do no good. Mayo:s, judges,
clvic and religious leaders, heads of busi-
ness and labpr, and all the others who
are vital to community life must be in-
volved. We cannct expect the front-
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line workers to do an effective job unless
we provide them with full top-level sup~
port. We must make it clesr that de-
linquency is everybody’s business.

A third belief is that these demonstra-
tion projects must be designed by local
leaders to.address local problems, and
must contribute substantial local funds.
The President’s Committee cn Juvenile
Delingquency has no master plan to im-
pose on every city. Problems differ as
cities differ. New York and Houston
both have delinquency problems, but we
cannot expect the same solutions to ap-
ply in both communities. The Commit-
tee atks each city to put ifs best minds
to work to find realistic answers to its

-specific local problems.

I think that even this brief summary
indicates that this is an ambitious pro-
gram, one that is looking ahead to the
youth. problems of the years to come. To
develop demonstration projects that can
have important results, the Committee
has raquired cities to go through a pre-
liminary period in which clear goals are
set, facts are gathered, new programs
are designed, and community support is
mobilized. Granfs have been made to
suppert these planning periods, so that
demonstration projects will be as solid
as they possibly can, and the Federal
investment can have the best possible
return.

There has been some criticism that
this planning period is time consuming,
and the need is for immediate action.
But the fact is that we have had a great
deal of action, by a great many people,
for many years, but the problem has con-
tinued to grow worse. Perhaps what
we need most is to take stock, to see
what mistakes we have made, and what
we heve left undone, so that our future
expenditures can be more effective.
This has been the belief of the Federal
program, and what I have seen in Los
Angeles has shown me that it is a wise
one. This is nothing more than a be~
lief that we should look before we leap,
that before we begin spending millions to
fight delinquency, we should fizure out
the best ways to meet the problem,

Los Angeles has every polential for an
explosive delinquency situation. local
officials have been able, in recent years,
to keep delinguency rates from rising in
proportion to the juvenile population.
On the other hand, the city’s great teen-
age population increase means that more
and more juveniles are getting info
trouble, and straining already over-
crowded facilities. For every two teen-
agers in Los Angeles in 1950, there were
four in 1960, and this trend will continue.
Between 1960 and 1965 the youth popu-~
lation will increase by 50 percent.

There is no doubt that Los Angeles has
great resources to meet these problems.
Yet local leaders recognize the need to
make better use of those existing re-
sources. Soon after the passage of the
Delinqueney Act, Ernest E. Debs, chair-
man of the county board of supervisors,
called a meeting of key public and pri-
vate officials to discuss a new attack
on delinguency.

This meeting led to the organization
of a planning committee to develop a
comprehensive approach to Los Angeles
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youth problems. The committee in-
cluded leaders of five major public agen-
cies: the city of Los Angeles, the county
of Los Angeles, the city schools, the
county schools, and the State employ-
ment service. ‘This committee, called
the Youth Opportunities Board of Great-
er Los Angeles, began to draw up a Joint
Powers Agreement which under Califor-
nia law, permits agency coalition for
joint action to resolve common problems,

In April 1962, the Joint Powers Agree-
ment was signed by Gov. Edmund G.
Brown, the heads of the five agencies,
and the State director of finance. The
agreement set a new precedent in the
Los Angeles area as a device for integrat-
ing soelal planning and action on a met-
rcpolitan basis. ‘This was the first time
State, county, and city agencies in Cal-
ifornia had set up & structure of such
scope to work together on a common
problem,

On May 23, 1962, the youth oppor-
tunities board received a $252,906 grant
from the Juvenile Delinquency Act to
plan a broad-based delinquency preven-
tion and control project.

Each of the five joint powers assigned
a full-time representative to the youth
opportunities board to assist in program
development and serve as liaison to the
five agencies. Private groups, labor, and
business have suppor ted the board since
its inception.

I take pride in the fact that California,
under the leadership of Gov. Earl
Warren, was in the forefront in develop-
ing programs for youth. The Los Angeles
Youth Opportunities Board is continuing
this tradition of public involvement in
ycuth activities. Repubhcans and Demo-
crats alike have given their support to
this comprehensive program of youth
services. ’

Karl Holton, the respected former chief
probation officer of 1.os Angeles County
for 15 years and divector of the Cali-
fornia Youth Authority for 10 years, is
executive director of the board. He was
one of 31 reciplents of the Freedom
Megal, the highest civilian honor, given
by the President on July 4.

The youth opportunities board has -
selected two target areas in the city for
a concentration of youth services. A
number of “satellite” areas were also
chiosen to test pilot programs in other
parts of the county under the overall
structure of the board.

One of the target areas is the site of
a youth training and employment pro-
gram that has been funded by the De-
partment of Labor under the Manpower
Development and Training Act of 1962.
This program, which was developed and
which will be administered by the youth
opportunities board, will provide coun-
seling, testing, training, and job place-
ment for 2,500 unemployed youth from
16 to 22 years of age. The board’s
role in this job program shows its ef-
fectiveness as a coordinating structure
for youth programs.

This is the first major program de-
veloped by the board. A variety of
others are being planned based on the
data gathered by the research staff and
the ideas of staff, agency personnel and
citizens.
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low had better take a hard look at the
facts, namely, 91.6 percent of all taxable
income falls' below the $6,000 income
level,

TUnless the line is drawn and a halt is
called, it is obvious where the present
tax system will lead us. It is already
pinching the low and middle income
groups, but a tax reduction that in-
creases the debt will not aid the situa-
tlon. It will compound the felony.

The advocacy of greater and greater
deficits aggravates the crime being per-
petrated on the people. To advocate a
tax reduction with an increased deficit
is like giving a worker a weekly pay in-
crease of a few dollars while at the same
‘time increasing his debt at the depart-
ment store by many times the amount of
the weekly increase in pay.

Despite the high graduation that is al-

ready applied at upper income levels,

taxpayers in the brackets below $10,000
pay about 60 percent of the personal
income tax revenues presently being col-
lected. This is pointed out on page 15
of an AFL-CIO handbook on Federal
taxes, dated September 1960. Support-
ing figures. were drawn from Treasury
Department documents. .

Our tax system soaks the rich, all right,
but it -sogks the little man, too. The
wage earner on the assembly line in fac-
tories can add and subtract. It is be-
coming increasingly evident to him that
the New Frontier group can only mul-
tiply.

The average wage earner has to work
2 hours and 19 minutes out of his normal
.8-hour workday to pay the taxes im-
posed by his Federal, State, and local
governments, according to a recent re-
port by the Tax Foundation, Inc. By
far the biggest hunk goes to Washington.

Until very recently, politicians have
been able to sell the idea that their tax
packages  were always meant for the
other fellow. The withholding device
has helped to conceal the impact of tax
deductions somewhat, but the growing
portion of the wage earner’s pay that is
being siphoned off each year to be spent
by bureaucrats—some even to be passed
on to the enemies of America—has now
become evident to practically everybody.

The myth that the other fellow is going
to foot the bill no longer makes much
sense to people who know they are al-
ready paying a substantial part of their
income. If 100 percent of the upper
bracket earnings of the Nation were
confiscated they would produce enough
to run the Federal Government only a
few weeks at the most. 'The rest comes
from middle and lower income groups—
the only place left. . People now realize
this.

They also know that expenditures
grow automatically if more money is
provided. There is no disposition on the
part of bureaucrats to pay off past obli-
gations. They tend to feel they are fall-
ing down on the job in spending your
money if they fail to spend more than
they take in.

The admistration talks about various
kinds of deficits such as “deficits of
weakness” and “deficits of strength” and
“transitional deficits.” I take the latter
to be that momentary transitional period
between insolvency and bankruptcy.
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Whenever additional revenue is made
available by any growth of the American
economy, the New Frontiersmen have
plans for spending it by the time the ink
dries on the new estimates. Obviously it
is time for a tax cut, but also it is time
for a spending cut.

The impact of such free-wheeling irre-
sponsibility by the Government on the
wage earner is tremendous. All fair-
minded Americans recognize that the
rates are even more oppressive in the
brackets where all-important capital
formation must occur. This does not
have any emotional impact on the wage
earner, but he knows that somebody
must build the plant he works in or
finance the busimess that provides his
job.

The American economy-—historically
the most competitive and most dynamic
in the world—has now been stifled into a
slow rate of growth. Not so slow as to
create hysteria, but slow enocugh for
businessmen and wage earners alike to be
concerned. It is so evident that even
the New Frontiersmen are beginning to
see what has been obvious to many people
all along.

Here we are in.an era of change, with
the dynamic conservatives of the Nation
advocating changed policies to meet the
challenge. The group which claims the
halo of progressiveness for itself would
have us continue wallowing in debt and
interest which is not comprehendible by
me or most taxpayers.

The wage earners of America have a
direct stake in the Nation's business and
industrial fertility. Its success and ifs
growth determine whether jobs will exist
for people or whether the welfare rolls
will be jammed to an even greater extent
than they already are.

With America the high cost producer
of many of the world’s goods, and with
other industrial nations making inroads
into many of our traditional markets, we
have a real challenge confronting us.

It will take more than glib phrases,
more than swimming parties, more than
leaked statements to the friendly seg-
ment of the press to meet this challenge
successfully. In short, it will take more
than high-sounding conversation to
bring it about. If phrasemsaking fol-
lowed by retreat would do it, we would
be in good shape right now.

Discerning Democrats and Republi-
cans alike have come to know this and
proclaim it. One of the real encourag-
ing signs of our time is the willingness
of peaple to study the issues and vote on
the principles rather than put attach-
ment to some party, some bloc, some
pressure group abead of what is right for
America to the best of their knowledge
and belief. More of this sentiment is
needed—but I think we are trending Iin
the right direction.

In the face of such growing awareness,
even the New Frontier has been forced to
face up to the fact that its grand claims
of 1860 about “getting the country mov-
ing"” have been followed by movement,
in the wrong direction.

The question has been asked: “Does
the American public want to sail or to
anchor down?”* About the only thing
established by this question is the clear
fact that America is clearly at sea.

‘every personal taxpayer

fanuary 29

Two of the biggest fact »rs in this drift-
ing are the Natior’s ta: policy and its
spending policy. The Fresident has
finally recognized this ‘o some extent
insofar as taxes are corcerned, but in-
stead of coming out fo- real, genuine,
far-reaching, comprehe::sive reforms of
the type that can meet :: inid-20th cen-
tury challenge, we have =esn proposed a
huge deficit for a syster- ulready cring-
ing beneath a load far -oo heavy for it
to bear.

This failure to come t rips with the
basic tax structure and needed rate re-
forms together with reduced spending
has not gone unnoticed bv members of
both parties in Congress. Several bills
with bipartisan sponsorship have been
introduced which clear v head in this
direction.

The approach which scems to make
the most sense and dr:w the most in-
terest is a program of :radual tax re-
duction over a b5-year »eriod that will
provide needed relief in a1l brackets, let-
ting national growth oifsct each year’s
reduction coupled with a spending re-
duction and thereby p:eserving a bal-
anced budget.

The plans that I endcorse will guaran-
tee a reduction of at lerst 25 percent to
This would be
evident in the lower braickets by grad-
ually stepping down th: iowest bracket
from 20 to 15 percent. The rates at all
levels would be substaniiaily lower. But
89.4 percent of the totsi dollar savings
would go to middle ard lower income
people and only 10.5 rercent to those
with incomes of $14 360 and over.
Here is how it would b: esk down: )

Saving to taxpayer: in the 0 to
$2,000 level: $6,754 milli .r:, which repre-
sents 49.6 percent of th: total.

Saving to taxpayers :n the $2,000 to
$14,000 level: $5,412 mi'iion, which rep-
resents 39.8 percent oi the total.

Saving to taxpayers in the $14,000
level and above: $1,44:' million, which
represents 10.6 percent zf the total.

In addition to giving z bresk to lower
income people, this plen will compress
the steeply graduated r.:tes of the tax—
confiscatory rates that :koke off invest-
ment capital at its sourec, rates which
suppress initiative and 1 mit the creation
of new jobs. It take an average of
$18,000 of investment r:ow to create one
industrial job.

Much concern is evid>need these days
when America’s growt! rates are com-
pared with other indu rial nations of
the world. It has been reported by our
own governmental agernicies that 30 per-
cent of Russia’s gross ~wational produet
goes into capital formation—another
name for job creation In 1959, com-
parable rates in Weste:rn BEurope were:
Germany 23 percent, Avusiria 23 percent,
Italy 21 percent, Franc: 18 percent, and
Belgium 17 percent. Cux own rate was
only 15 percent.

I can state frankly ihat I do not be-
lieve that any governm: crt is entitled to
take half of the earnings of any man.
To accept such an ides ic in direct con-
flict with the universal prineciple of just

compensation for exira effort and
achievement. The top rates under pro-
posals already-before thc Congress would
stop at 42 percent.
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all, and faithful observance should foliow
its decrees.

Strong hearts and helpful hands are
needed and, fortunately, we hive them In
every part of our beloved country.

Existing problems demand the thought
and quicken ‘the consclence of the country,
and the responsibility for their presence,
as well as for their righteous settlement,
rests upon us all—no more upon me than
1pon you. There are some naiional ques-
tions in the:solution of which patriotism
should exclude partisanship. Magnifying
their difficultles will not take them off our
hands nor facilitate their adjuwstment, dis-
trust of the’ capacity, integrity, and high
Jpurposes of the American people will not be
an inspiring theme for future political con-~
fests. Dark pletures and gloomy forebodings
are worse than useless. These oaly becloud,
they do not help to point the way of safety
and honor. ‘“Hope maketh not ashamed.”

The prophets of evil were not the builders
of the Republie, nor in its crises since have
they saved or served it. The faith of our
fathers was a mighty force in :is creation,
and the falth of their descendants has
wrought its ;| progress and furnished 1its
defenders. They are obstructionists who
despair, and who would destroy confldence
in the -ability’ of our people to solve wisely
and for civilization the mighty problems
resting upon them.

The American people, intrenclied in free-
dom at home, take thelr love for it with
them wherever they go, and they relect as
mistaken and unworthy the dcctrine that
we lose our oéwn lberties by s3curing the
enduring foundations of lberty to others.

As heretofore, so hereafter will the Nation .

demonstrate its fitness to administer any
new estate which events devolve upon 1t,
and in the fear of God will “take occasion
by the hand and make the bounds of free-
dom wider yet.” If there are tliose among
us who would make our way more dificult,
we must not be disheartened, but the more
earnestly dedicate ourselves to ths tesk upon
which we have rightly entered.

The path of progress is seldom smooth.
Mew things aré often found hard to do. Our
fathers found them so. We find them so.
They are inconvenilent. They cost us some-
thing. But are we not made bester for the
effort and sacrifice, and are not those we
serve lifted up and blessed?

We face at this moment a mos; important
question—that of the future relations of the
United States and Cuba.

The peace which we are pledgec. to leave to
the Cuban pedople must carry with it the
guarantees of permanence. We became
sponsors for the pacification of the island,
and we remain accountable to the Cubans,
110 less than tb our own country and people,
for the reconstruction of Cuba as & free com-
monwealth on: abiding foundations of right,
Justice, liberty, and assured order.

Our enfranchisement of the pecple will not
e completed until free Cuba shzll be a re-
ality, not a mame; a perfect entity, not a
hasty experiment bearing within itself the
elements of failure.

(Mr. BOW. asked and was gziven per-
mission to revise and extend his remarks
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield? .

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the zentlema:
from Ohio.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
have asked the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Tart] to yield in order that I may,
as the chairman of the Ohio Flepublican
delegation in the House, express to him,
the grandson of a great President from
the State of Ohio, the sincere apprecia-
tion of our entire delegation for the re-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

markable and beautiful tribute that he
paid ancther great Ohio President, a man
we all honor and revere, and whose mem-
ory will live as long as the State of Ohio
lives, William McKinley. You are to be
congratulated, sir.

Mr., TAFT. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, ) o

5. INTELLIGBNCE REVISIONS
NEEDED

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Flor-
ida [Mr. RoGers] is recognized for 5 min-
uftes.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the cold war has been underway for some
time, and we are now in a position to
objectively view several of its aspects.
One outstanding fact is obvious to the
Nation—the cold war must be waged
with weapons of accurate, cficient in-
telligence methods.

Events of the past point up this fact.
The use of the U-2 aerial reconnaissance
program gave this Nation 4 great advan-
take in determining how to utilize its
long-range bombers and missiles. The
ill-fated Cuban invasion of 1961 raised
some questions of the organization of our
intelligence system. Certainly the events
of the last half of 1962, when the Soviets
launched thelr wholesale arms buildup
in Cuba, has demonstrated that such in-
equities as time lags in disseminating
vital information can seriously impair
the security of this Nation.,

It has become clear that a review of
U.S. intelligence operations is in order
for the security of the American people.
Such a review should be conducted by
the Congress, where constitutional au-
thorily for regulating and maintaining
the Armed Forces is spelled out in ex-
plicit terms., These forces re vital to
our Nation’s defenses, and in this age of
nuclear terror and a precarious balance
of power, prorapt and accurate intelli-
gence information is just as vital.

For these reasons, I am today intro-
ducing legislation to establish a Joint
Committee on Foreign Information and
Intelligence. This comrittee, estab-
lished in the Congress as a permanent
and standing committee, would have
jurisdiction over the intelligence activ-
ities of the Central Intelligence Agency.
the State Department, and the Depart-
ments of the Army, Navy, and Air Force.
Its records and proceedings would be
highly classified in the interests of na-
tional security in order that complete
freedom of review could be raaintained,
and its committee staff would be cleared
for such sensitive exposure.

Such a committee was recommended
by the Hoover Commission in its report
on the study of reorganization of the
Government.

Mr. Speaker, when this Nation was
formulating the atomic homb during the
closing days of World War II, It was
felt that congressional knowledge of this
highly classified project was advisable.
For this reason, a top secret briefing on
the atomic project was held on February
18, 1944, and seven congressional lead-
ers of both Houses were advised of U.S.
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efforts in the nuclear fleld, Twao of those
cistinguished Members are still serving
this Nation as Members of this House.

One year later, on February of 1945,
those associated with the atomic project
briefed five more congressional leaders
on the development of this weapon. I
know of no better kept secret.

Mr. Speaker, the Congress is justified
and well qualified to review this Nation’s
intelligence efforts. I urge enactment
of my proposal to allow this review. The
security of America demands it.

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA ’

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Speaker, I offer
a privileged resolution (. Res. 209 and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That FRANK J. HorTOoN, of New
York, be, and he 1s hereby elected a member
of the standing committee of the House of
Representatives on the District of Columblia,

" The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

THE PASSING OF ROBERT FROST

(Mr. STAFFORD (at the request of
Mr. BaTtTIN) was given permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
EEecorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the
people of Vermont particularly regret the
passing of Robert Frost. We feel him to
be one of our own. He has spent much
time in the green mountains of our State.
He has been a most distinguished Ameri~
can. We shall miss him. We shall re-
vere his memory.

TAX REFORM

(Mr. SNYDER (at the request of Mr.
BATTIN) was given psrmission to extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. SNYDER. Myr. Speaker, under a
new and clever smokescreen of appar-
ently soaking the rich, the administra-
tion now desires to impose greater tax
hardships on its middle and lower in-
come taxpayers than at any time in his-
tory. It is time for genuine tax reform
all right, but one that will restore some
balance and fiscal sanity to a situation
that is on the verge of getting out of
hand.

Based on the Treasury’s running bal-
ance sheet as of December, every tax-
payer would have to shell out $5,066 to
meet his share of the public debt—$188
more than last year—the Washington
World of January 11, 1963.

If every taxpayer had to pay an equal
share of taxes to cover New Frontier ex-
penditures for the fiscal year to date, it
would amount to $943 each—or $77 more
than last year.

And this mythical average taxpayer is
not as mythical as he might seem.
American industrial workers as a rule
now fall in the $4,000 to $6,000 bracket,
with many being above that.

Those who pretend that taxes are
aimed only or mostly at the other fel-
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A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of South Dakota; to the Com-
mittee on Finance:

“HousE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION §

“Concurrent resolution memorializing the
Congress of the United States and His Ex-
cellency, the President of the United States,
regarding the lumber industry in the
United States

“Whereas there is no shortage of timber
for the production of Iumber and related
items in the United States; and

“Whereas there is a need to increase the
cut from overmature forest to prevent ex-
cessive loss from decay, disease, and other
calses; and

“Whereas U.8. lumber manufacturing firms
pay high wages and provide working condi-
tlons equal to or betiter than stmilar flrms
in other countries; and

“Whereas lumber manufacturing firms in
the United States are losing thelr home
markets to foreign firms, especially Canadlan,
due to the latter’s advantages, including:
Depreciated currency, low stumpage rates,
noncompetitive bidding, less costly and re-
strictive forest practices, lower wage rates,
high tarlff rates on lumber shipped to
Canada, low charter rates for coastwise and
intercoastal shipping, a cooperative Govern-
ment; and

“Whereas lumber imports from Canada
are increasing yearly at an alarming rate
and now constitute about one-sixth of the
annual consumption df lumber in the United
States; and

“Whereas unemployment in the lumber
industry of the United States 1s increasing
with resultant loss of wages to the work-
ers, loss of taxes and Income to taxing bodles
and communities: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the 38th Legislature of the State of
South Dakota (the Senate concurring there-
in) do hereby memoriallze the Congress of
the United States and His Excellency, the
President of the United States, to give im-
mediate attention to and request action nec-
essary to place the lumber industry of the
United States on an equitable and competi-
tive basls with foreign manufacturers
through the use of a quota system or other
means, including the requirements that im-
ported lumber be marked to show the coun-~
try of origin, to the end that domestic manu-
facturers are not placed at a disadvantage
with resultant loss of markets, reduction of
employment, loss of taxes, and deterioration
of communities; and be it further

“Resolved, That certified coples of this con-
current resolution be forwarded to the Pre-
siding Officers of both Houses of the Con-
gress, to His Excellency, the President of the
United States, and to the Representatives In
the Congress from the State of South
Dakota.

“NimLs A. BOE,
“President of the Senate.
“Mmis P. JENSEN,
“Secretary of the Senate.
“PauL E. BROWN,
“Speaker of the House.
“W. J. MaTson,
“Chief Clerk.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Alaska; to the Committee on the
Judiclary:

“SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 1
"Resolution - ratifying a proposed amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United

- States relating to the gualification of

electors

wResolved by the Legislature of the State
oy Alaske, That the following article pro-
posed as an amendment to the Constitution
of the United States by the Congress of the
TUnited States through the adoption of Sen-
wte Joint Resolution 29, 87th Congress, 2d
gession, is ratified: i
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“* ARTICLE—

«igpc, 1. The right of citizens of the
United States to vote in any primary or other
election for President or Vice President, or
for Senator or Representative in Congress,
shall not be denled or abridged by the United
States or any State by reason of failure to
pay any poll tax or other tax.

“«ggpc. 2. The Congress shall have power to
enforce this articie by appropriate legisla-
tlon’; and be it further

«Resolved, That the secretary of state of
Alaska shall send a certitied copy of this reso-
lution to the Administrator of General Serv-
1ces and direct facsimile copies to the Presl-
dent of the United States, the Presiding
Officers of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States, and the
members of the Alpska delegation in Con-
gress.

“Passed by the semate February 1, 1963.

“Frank PERATROVICH,
“president of the Senate.

“Attest:

“EvrLyN K. STEVENSON,

«Secretary of the Senate.

“passed by the house February 11, 1963.
“BrUCE KENDALL,

“Spenker of the House.

“Attest:

PatricIA R. SLACK,
“cthief Clerk of the Senate.
“Appraved by the Governor February 18,
963.

“wirttAM A. FGaN,
“tyovernor of Alaska.”
A resolution of the General Assembly of
the State of Rhode Island; to the Commilttee
on the Judictary:
*“Housk REsoLUTION 1009

“Resolution ratifying the proposed amend-
ment to the Comnstitution of the United
States relating to the payment of a poll
tax or any other tax as a gualification to
voting

“Whereas the House of Representatives of
the United States and the U.S. Senate, by
the constitutional vote of two-thirds of each
House concurring therein, did enact at the
24 session of the 87th Congress of the
United States of America in 1962, & proposed
amendment of the Constitution of the
United States; and

“Whereas said proposed amendment was
submitted to the States for ratification and
sald proposed amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America is in
the following words, to wit:

¥ AANTICLE ——

“grcrioN 1. The right of citlzens of the
Unlted States to vote in any primary or other
election for President or Vice President, for
electors for President or Vice President, or
for Senator or Representative in Congress,
shall not be denied or abridged by the
United States or any State by reason of
fallure to pay any poll or other tax.

¢« ‘8me. 2. The Cangress shall have power to
enforce this article by appropriate legisla-
tion': Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the General Assembly of
the State of Rhode Island and Providence
Plantations does hereby ratify the above
proposed amendment to the Constitution of
the United States of America; and be it fur-
ther

“Resolved, That certified copies of this
resolution be immediately transmitted by the
secretary of State of the State of Rhode
Island and Providence Plantations to the
President of the United States, the Presldent
of the Senate of the United States, the

- Speaker of the House of Representatives of

the United States, and the Administrator of
General Services of the United States.”

A resolution of the House of Representa-
tives of the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service:
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“RESOLUTION MEMORI :LIZIN YONGRESS AND
THE POSTMASTER GENERA! ¥ THE UNITED
STaTES To PREVENT THE 1/ TOMATION OF
Ourgomic MalL Fro.q TH: »«T OFFICES IN
THE CITIES AND TOWw NS IN 3.13TOL COUNTY
“Whereas on Janu:-ry 22. 263, outgolng

mall from the post cTces = ihe cities and

towns of Bristol County Wi te processed at

the automated post office i ™ ovidence, R.I.;
and

“Whereas this new proces: +:ill result in &
job Toss as well as a huge ¢ Tar loss to said
cities and towns, with no -1-rantee of Im-
proved mail service: Therel -+ be it

“Resolved, That the Hou: =  Representa-
tives of Massachusétts urge: i1 requests that
the Congress of the U'nited *ates take such
action ss may be necessar- o prevent the
automation of outgoing m :i} in sald cities
and towns; and be it furtk ¢

“Resolved, That the Post: 3 ter General of
the United States rescind tre order providing
for the processing of outgol.«z mall from sald
post offices in sald citles : towns at the
automated post office In #rovidence, R.I.;
and be it further

“Resolved, That corles of +his resolution be
sent forthwith by the secr:iary of the Com-
monwealth to the Preside .t of the Unlted
States, to the Postraaster tieneral, to the
Presiding Officer of e~ch brarch of Congress
and to each Member theres i ‘rom this Com-
monwealth.

“Adopted by the house
February 12, 1963.

SWILLIAM T

<« vepresentatives,

MATERS,
“Clerk.
“Attest:
Kevir ¥. WHITE,
“Secretary oj the ¢ »n.monwealth.”

A resolution adopted by the Board of Su-
pervisors of the County .» Hawalil, Hilo,
Hawaii, favoring authorlz:tion for further
and continued work projec s and restoration
programs in and for the C 'y of Refuge Na-
tional Historical Park, Hz 1-i; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.

REPORTS OF A C:MMITTEE

The following report: of a committee
were submitted:

By Mr. SYMINGTON, fr- -u the Committee
on Armed Services, with : . unendment:

8. Res. 79. Resolution to nuthorize a study
by the Committee on A red Bervices on
strategic and critical stock: ‘1°ng; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Admi i tration.

By Mr. STENNIS, from ‘7 Committee on
Armed Services with ame i:aents:

8. Res. 75. Resolution aa1thorizing the
Committee on Armed Seri2:-s to investigate

‘eertain matters relating t- mational defense;

to the Committee on Rule .
tlon.

nd Administra-

EXECUTIVE REI‘CRTS OF
COMMITT¥S

As in executive sessio::.

The following favc ::idle reports of
nominations were subm:ifad:

By Mr. ANDERSON, frc m the Committee
on Interior and Insular Af B!

Manuel F. L. Guerrer: «f Guam, to be
Governor of Guam.

EXECUTIVE RETORT 5 OF COMMIT-
TEE ON ARMEL" £ERVICES

Mr. BYRD of Wet Virginia. Mr,
President, from the Corsiittee on Armed
Services, I report favor :b'y a total of 465
appointments and presaotions of gen-
eral and flag officers ir: the Army, Navy,
Marine Corps, and Air “crce. I ask that
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these names be printed on the Executive’

Calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ep-
MONDSON in‘ the chair). 'The nomina-
tions will be placed on the Executive
Calendar, as requested by the Senator
from West Virginia.

The nominations are as follows:

Lt. Gen. Samuel Leslie Myers, Army of the
United States: (major general, Uf. Army), to
be placed onithe retired list;

Lt. Gen. John Knight Waters, Army of the
United States (major general, 1J.8, Army),
to be assigned to a position of importance
and responsibility designated by the Presi-
dent, in the grade of general;

Maj. Gen. Theodore John Conway, U.S.
Army, and Maj. Gen. Charlen Granville
Dodge, U.8. Army, to be assigned to positions
of importance and responsibility designated
by the Presidént, in the grade of lieutenants
general;

Maj. Gen. Albert Watson II, U.€. Army, and
Ma}. Gen. Harvey Herman Fischer, U.S. Army,
to be assigned. to positions of impartance and
responsibility  designated by the President,
in the rank of lieutenants general;

Robert BE. Ciishman, Jr., and sundry other
officers, for promotion in the Marine Corps;

Brig. Gen. William Joseph Hixson, Jr., and
sundry other officers, for promotion as Re-
serve commissioned officers of tlie Army;

Rear Adm. Kleber 8. Masterson, U.S. Navy,
to.be Chief of the Bureau of Naval Weapons
in the Department of the Navy;

Edwin 8. Miller, and sundry other officers,
for promotion in the Navy;

Ma]. Gen. James C. Jensen (brigadier gen-
eral, Regular Alr Force), and sundry other
officers, for appointment In the Regular Afr
Force;

Rear Adm. Qeorge C. Towner, U.S. Navy,
to have the grade of vice admiral on the
retired list;

Rear Adm. Ephraim P. Holmes, U.S. Navy,
to be assigned to a position of Importance
and responsibility designated by the Presi-
dent, in the rank of vice admiral;

. Col. Donald’ J. Campbell, Air Force Re-
serve, and sundry other officers, fur appoint-
ment In the Air FPorce Reserve; .

Maj. Gen. Willlam Henry Sterling Wright,
U.8. Army, and Maj. Gen. Ben Hatrell, Army
of the United Btates (brigadier gineral, U.S.
Army), to be assigned to positions of im-
portance and responsibility designated by the
President, in the grade of lieutenant general;

Maz]. Gen. Géorge Robinson Mather, Army
of the United States (brigadier general, U.S,
Army), and sundry other officers, for ap-
pointment in: the Regular Army of the
United States;

Ma). Gen. Alfred Dodd Starbird, Army of
the United States (brigadier gezeral, U.S.
Army), to be assigned to a position of im-
portance and responslbility designated by
the President, in the rank of lieutonant gen-
eral; and

Francls Stevens Greenlief, Army Natlonal
Guard of the United States, for promotion
as a Reserve commissioned officer of the
Army. -

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, in'addition, I report favor-
ably 21,719 nominations in the Army,
Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force, in
the grade of colonel and below. Since
these names have already been printed
in- the ConNGrRESSIONAL RECORD, in order
to save the expense of printing on the
Executive Calendar, I ask unanimous
consent that they be ordered to lie on
thie Secretary’s desk, for the informa-
tion of any Senator.

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The
nominations will lie on the detk, as re-

quested by the Senator from West Vir-
ginia.

The nominations are as follows:

Jimmie M, Anderson, and sundry other
ofiicers, for promotion in the Regular Army
of the United States;

Thomas C. Fleury, and sundry other per-
sons, for appointment in the Regular Army;

Harold R. Aaron, and sundry other offi-
cers, for promotion in the Regular Army
of the Unilted States;

Robvert A, Carmpbell, and sundry other of-
ficers, for promotion in the Marine Corps;

Raymond L. &bbott, and sundry other of-
flcers, for promotion in the Regular Air
Force:

Gene W. Oehlman, and sundry other per-
sons, for appointment in the Regular Air
Force; and

Asher D. Abelon, and sundry other Naval
Reserve Officers’ Tralning Corps candidates,
for appointment in the U.S. Navy.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by unan-
imous consent, the second time, and re-
ferrec as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSTON:

5.902. A bill to provide for further re-
search relating to new and improved uses for
farm and forest products and for develop-
ment of new crops, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry.

£.903. A bill for the relief of Anna B. Drey-
spring: to the Committee on the Judleiary.

By Mr. COOPER:

8.904. A bill to provide for an appropria-
tion of a sum not exceeding 3175,000 with
which to make a survey of proposed national
parkway extensions or connection to Blue
Ridge Parkway, Great Smoky Mountains
National Park, Foothills Parkway, Mammoth
Cave National Park, and Natchez Trace Park-
way, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

5.905. A bill for the relief of Jasper Y.
Willoughby; and

8.906. A bill for the relief of Marla Car-
raro; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FONG .(for himself and Mr.
INOUYE) :

8.507. A blll to provide a method for regu-
lating and fixing wage rates for employees
of Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard in Hawall;
to the Committee on Armed Servlices.

By Mr. FONG (for himself, Mr. INOUYE,
Mr. BARTLETT, and Mr. GRUENING) ©

S5.908. A blll to amend sectlon 305(b) of
title 37, United States Code, relating to for-
elgn duty pay; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. LAUSCHE:

S.900. A bill for the relief of Mrija Lovsin;

to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. McCNAMARA:

8. 910. A bill to prohibit discrimination on
account of sex in the payment of wages by
employers engaged in commerce or in the
production of goods for commerce and to
provide for the restitution of wages lost by
employees by reason of any such cliscrimina-
tlon; tc the Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare.

(See the remarks of Mr. McNAaMAaRA when
he introduced the above bill, which appear
under o separate heading.)

Ey Mr. HILL:

8.911. A bill to increase the opportunities
for training of physiclans, dentists, and pro-
fessional public health personnel, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare.
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By Mr. MOSS:

S.912. A bill approving a compromise and
settlement agreement of the Navajo Tribe
of Indians and authorizing the tribe to ex-
ecute and the Secretary of the Interior to
approve any oll and gas leases entered into
pursuant to the agreement; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. PASTORE:

5.913. A bill for the relief of Anthony F.
Bernardo and Ambrose A. Cerrito; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. METCALF (for himself and
Mr. MANSFIELD) :

S.914. A bill to provide compensation to
.the Crow Tribe of Indians, Montana, for cer-
taln lands embraced within the present
boundaries of the Crow Indian Reserva-
tion, for the validation of titles, and for oth-
er purposes; to the Committee on Interior
ard Insular Affairs.

(See. the remarks of Mr. METCALF when he
Introduced the above bill, which appear un-
der a separate heading.)

By Mr. CASE:

S.915. A bill to encourage planning and
the programing, on a coordinated basls, of
land-use projects in the development of
metropolitan areas, and to require, after a
reasonable preparatory period, the approval
by the Housing and Home Finance Admin-
istrator of workable programs as a condi-
tion to the granting of Federal assistance in
the financing of certain projects; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

(See the remarks of Mr. Case when he
Introduced the above bill, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. HUMPHREY :

3.916. A bill for the rellef of Elizabeth
J. Padilla; to the Committee .on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey (by
- request) :

3.017. A bill to authorize the Housing and
Home Finance Administrator to provide ad-
ditional assistance for the development of
comprehensive and coordinated mass trang-
portation systems in metropolitan and other
urban arens, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

(See the remarks of Mr. WiLLIAMS of New
Jersey when he introduced the above bill,
which appear under a separate heading.)

By Mr. MONRONEY (for himself and
Mr. EDMONDSON) :

£.918. A bill to authorize the construc-
tlon, operation, and maintenance of the
Canton project, Oklahoma, by the Secre-
tary of the Interlor; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

(See the remarks of Mr. MONRONEY when
he Introduced the above bill, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. ANDERSON (for himself, Mr,
YARBOROUGH, and Mr. MECHEM) :

&.J. Res. 49. Joint resolution authorizing
the Secretary of the Interior to carry out a
continuing program to reduce nonbeneficial
consumptive use of water in the Pecos River
Basin, in New Mexico and Texas; to the Com-
mittee on Interlor and Insular Affairs.

(See the remarks of Mr. ANDERSON when
he introdtiiced the above joint resolution,

whichrappear u parate heading.)
i ; B
’ CURR. RESOLUTION
! JOINT COMMITTEE ON CENTRAL
INTELLIGENCE

Mr. SMATHERS submitted a concur-
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 23) to
create a Joint Committee on Central In-
telligence, which was referred to the
Committee on Rules and Administration.
- (See the above concurrent resolution
printed in full when submitted by Mr.
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will be greatly hampered unless we can
provide an increased supply of water.
Due to drought and the consumption
of water by these wasters New Mexico
has become indebted in the amount of
60,000 acre-feet to Texas under the pro-
visions. of the Pecos River compact. It
is hoped that when this project is com-
pleted New Mexico will be able to repay
its debt with the increased supply of
water, and at the same time improve
the economy of the entire area depend-
ent upon the Pecos for water.

One thing is certain: Further delay in
dealing with this problem will give rise
to additional problems and greafly in-
crease the cost of eradication and control
work as well as curtail the economlc
growth of the area.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have the text of the joint resolu-
tion printed in the REcorb.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Joint resolution will be received and ap-
propriately referred; and, without ob-
jection, the . joint resolution will be
printed in the REcorp.

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 49) au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to carry out a continuing program to
reduce nonbeneficial consumptive use of
water in the Pecos River Basin, in New
Mexico and Texas, introduced by Mr.
AwpersoN (for himself and other Sena-
tors), was received, read twice by its title,
referred to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs, and ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Whereas for many years there has been an
inadequate supply of water for established
uses in the Pecos River Basin of New Mex-
ico and Texas; and .

Whereas the growth of saltcedar (tamarix
pentandra) and other undesirable phreato-
phytes in the Pecos River Basin s responsible
for the nonbeneficlal consumption of tens of
thousands of acre feet of water annually;
and X

Whereas the prolific growth of saltcedar
and other nonbeneficial phreatophytes has
progressively intensified the water shortage
In the Pecos River Basin; and
" Whereas In addition to consuming great
quantities of water annually, the growth of
such nonbeneficial vegetation also interferes
with water flow and canal maintenance,
clogs stream channels, and creates flood haz-
ards; anhd

Whereds many water users that have here-
tofore entered into repayment contracts for
the construction of works are now facing

_hardships in meeting their financial obliga-~
tlions as a result of the water shortage in the
Pecos River Basin; and

Whereas the problem of nonbeneficial con-
sufnptive use of water by vegetation has be-
come s0 severe and widespread that State and
local interests are Incapable of effectively
combating it; and

Whereas there is a continulng need for ac-
tions to aid in conversion from nonbeneficial
to beneficial use of the water; and

‘Whereas it is estimated that if such vege-
tative growth in the Pecos River Basin of
New Mexico and Texas is not controlled, such
growth will consume practically the entire
flow of the Pecos Riven within the next Afty
years: Now, therefore, be it _

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America
in. Congress assembled, That in order to pre-
vent further decreases in the supply of water
in the Pecos River Basin, and in order to
increase and protect such water supply for
munieipal, industrial, tfrrigation, and recrea-

tlonal uses, and for the conservation of fish
and wildlife, and to provide protection for
the farmlands in such basin from the haz-
ards of floods, the Secretary of the Interior
(herelnafter referred to as the “Secretary”)

18 authorized and directed to take such’

mesasures as he deems necessary and appro-
priate to carry out a continuing program to
reduce the nombeneficial consumption of
water in the basin, including that by salt
cedar and other undesirable phreatophytes.
Buch program shall be carried out in the
Pecos River Basin from its headwaters in
New Mexico to ‘the town of Girvin, Texas:
Provided, however, That no money shall be
appropriated for and no work commenced
on the clearing of the floodway authorized
by the Act of February 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 17)
unless provision shall have been made to re-
place any Carlsbad Irrigation District termi-
nal storage which might be lost by the clear-
ing of sald floodway.

SEC. 2. As a condition to undertaking the
program authorized by the first section of
this joint resolution, the SBecretary shall re-
quire the States of New Mexico and Texas
to give such assurances as he deems ade-
quate that such States will acquire such
lands, easements, rights-of-way, and other
Interests in lands as the SBecretary considers
necessary effectively to carry out such
program.

Sec. 3. (a) As a further condition to
undertaking the program authoriged by this
joint resolution, the Secretary may, with
respect to thosc beneflciartes in New Mexico
and Texas which the Becretary determines
to be likely to benefit directly from the
results of such program, require such com-
mitments as he deems appropriate that
such beneficiarles will repay the United
States so much of the reimbursable costs
incurred by it In carrying out such program
as do not exceed the value of the benefita
accruing to such beneficlaries from such
program. The Becretary shall not require
the repayment of such costs unless he
determines that it is feasible (1) to identify
the beneflclaries that are directly benefited
by the program, and (2) to measure the
extent to which each beneficiary 1s benefited
by such program.

(b) Repayment contracts entered into
pursuant to the provisions ‘of this section
shall be subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary may prescribe, except
that the amount of the repayment Install-
ment in the case of any beneficiary shall be
fixed by the Secretary in accordance with
the ability of sueh beneficlary to pay, taking
into consideratlan all other financial obliga-~
tions of such beneficiary.

(c) Any costs of the program which the
Secretary determines should be assigned to
flood control, recreation, or restoration of
stream flow shall not be included in com-
puting the costs properly allocable to the
beneficiaries under this section, but shall be
considered as nonreimbursable costs.

Sec. 4. Nothing contained in this joint re-
solution shall be construed to abrogate,
amend, modify, or be in conflict with any
provisions of the Pecos River compact.

Sec. 6. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be necessary
to carry out the Jprovisions of this joint
resol

usion. i i:
:ﬁg/comum ON CENTRAL
INTELLIGENCE

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, just
8 few days ago I listened with a great
deal of interest to the remarks made by
the very able and distinguished Senator
from Oregon |Mr. Morse]l with respect
to certain activities engaged in by the
Central Intelligence Agency, and their

impact on U.S. sec.rity and foreign
policy.

The distinguished ::aator from Ore-
gon expressed the vie v .hat this Ageney
should be under a m asure of congres-
sional control. This .z a view I share
with him, and, kave t::2a of such a mind
for a long time.

As far back as the L:t session of the
84th Congress, in 1975, I cosponsored a
concurrent resoiution x.troduced by the
now majority leader i Mr. MANSFIELD] to
create a Joint Com :.iitee on Central
Intelligence, similar ‘» the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Ene. zv, because, I, too,
believed that nc agercy of the Govern-
ment spending axpa-ers’ funds should
be free to do as it p-enses without the
Congress maintaining it proper measure
of control.

There has been e¢:it:cism about the
Central Intellicence Agency over the
years concerning its activities and its
failure to make any «oport to the Con-
gress. It should n: 1t necessarily be
placed under congres :cnal control, but
it should periodicall- be subjected to
congressional sciuting

We all realize this rsigency annually
spends approximatel- billlons. There
have been, and will .e. those who say
this Agency’s activiti-s are so secret—
no one should know- 1: the interests of
national security. H: wever, this is not
8 valid argument,.

No harm was done
point of security or : maintaining se-
crecy in connection with the develop-
ment of the atomie b inb. A joint con-
gressional commnittee ¢f the Congress
certainly maintained :l:is secret, while
at the same time it :romoted the best
interests of the Nati -1 in maintaining
a8 watchdog setup ver the Atomic
Energy Commission,

I feel as many othe. Members of Con-
gress that there sho:.ic. be a congres-
sional watchdog comiittee to look over
the activities of the C:ntral Intelligence
Agency. I think it is in the public inter-
est that such a comm stze be appointed.

To achieve this ob:octive, I am sub-
mitting at this time a8 -oncurrent resolu-
tion which would esta slish 8 Joint Com-
mittee on Central Inte 'izence, to be com-~
posed of six Members o1 the Senate and
slx Members of the H use of Represent-
atives; not more than {cur Members ap-
pointed from either :ix: Senate or the
House shall be of t:e same political
party.

The measure provic 2:. that the com-
mittee would make ce::t:nuing studies of
the activities of thiz /.gency and the
problems. relatirg te she gathering of
intelligence affecting =1 national secu-
rity, and of its coordi: a‘ion and utiliza-
tion by the various d: partments, agen-
cles and instrumentaiities of the Gov-
ernment,

In turn, the Ce:mal Intelligence
Agency would be reqguired to keep the
joint committee fully ::d ecurrently in-
formed with respect tc =11 of its activities.

I sincerely trust tr-t the committee
to which this resoluti :2 is referred will
take prompt and favc -anle action on it.

Mr. President, I ask 211t the resolution
remain at the desk for a period of 3 days
so that any of my coi:~agues who would

rrom the stand-
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portant subject In detall in testimony on the
bill.

Enclosed also are a sectlon-by-section
summary of the bill and an outline of its
major features.

Sincerely,
JorxN . KENNEDY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The bill
will be received and appropriately re-
ferred.

The bill (S.. 817) to authorize the
Housing and Home Finance Adminis~
trator to provide additional assistance
for the development of comprehensive
and coordinated mass transportation
systems in metropolitan and other urban
areas, and for other purposes, intro-
duced by Mr. WiLriams of New Jersey,
by request, was received, read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

CANTON RESERVOIR PRO.JECT

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, on
behalf of myself and the junior Senator
from Oklahomsg [Mr. EpMonpsox], I in-
troduce, for appropriate reference, a bill
to suthorize the construction of the Can-
ton project in Oklahoma.

I ask unanimous consent that 3 state-
ment relating to that project be printed
in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The bill
will be received and appropriately re-
ferred; and, without objection, the state-
ment will be printed in the RECOsD.

The bill ¢S. 918) to authorize the con-
struction, operation, and mainterance of
the Canton project, Oklahoma, by the
Secretary of the Interior, introduced by
Mr. MonroREY (for himself and Mr. Ep~
MONDSON) , was reeeived, read twice by 1ts
title, and referred to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

The statement presented by Mr. MoN-
RONEY is as follows:

CANTON PROJECT

The Canton Reservolr project was author-
tzed in 1938. Construction was sterted In
1940, was Interrupted by the war, and the
project completed In 1948. At the time the
project was authorized, 1t was estimnated to
cost $12,300,000. It actually was completed
for $10,300,000, 6r 2 million less than the
estimate.

When the project was planned, tixe Corps
of Engineers recognized the necessily of in-
cluding conservation storage for irrigation
and, &s a result of negotlations of the Okla-
homa Planning and Resources Bcard, not
only was 100,000 acre-feet of storage, above
the flood control requirements, added to the
project but the outlet works for release of
irrigation water were bullt into the dam.

A paragraph from the House document,
used 28 a basis of authorization of be proj-
ect states: “Further analysis In connection
with the maximum utilization of tike stream
flow with respect to its conservatlor. at Can-
ton by storage indicates that the practical
efficient limit for thils purpose g 100,000
acre-feet, Storage in this amount vould in-
gure an annusal ‘supply of 156,000 acre-feet
needed for domestic use, dilution purposes,
and irrigation or other uses.”

The Bureau of Reclamation Projeet report
of June 22, 1954 (H. Doc. 445, 83d Cong., 2d
sess.) recommends the irrigation >f 16,000
acres below the Canton Dam, and using the
conservation storage for the project lands.
The irrigation project is estimated at about
$4,500,000, consisting of the main canals,
laterals, and necessary drainage works. The

- year.

annusal charges would be about $72,000 for 70
yeers. OF the 18,000 acres almost cne-third
is Indian owned. The henefit-cost retion 8
2 to 1.

The Canton Dam, as operated by the Corps
of Engineers since 1ts completion in 1948, has
reduced flood damages by about 85 million.
Other income from the project has been
$125,000 ‘rom leasing of lands, and over 81,-
00,000 from leasing of storage space for mu-
nicipal water supply. Thus, the Federal in-
vestment has pald raore than 614 percent per
Add the return that will come from
irrigation and it s easy to see that the an-
nual return may reach 7% or 8§ percent.

In every Congress since 1946, bills have
been introduced to bring the irrigation bene-
fits nearer to reality. First there were bills
to legislite the necessary storage in the
Canton Reservoir, and 69,000 acre-feet of
storage has so been designated. Still there
remains the job of getting the irrigation proj-
ect authorized.

The local people are to be commended for
their long and determined efforis on this
project. Less determined people would have
glven up years ago, but not so with these.
They have cooperated fully with the State
and Federal agencles to remove roadblocks.

There was the matter of securing the court
adjudication of the water rights, which was
completed in the District Court of Oklahoma
County in December 1949.

There was the formation of the Canton
Irrigation District by an overwhelming vote
of the irrigation landowners on Diecember,
15, 1945.

There was the job of getilng the Bureau
of Reclamation Swrvey Report to Congress.
This was finally accomplisbied in 1853.

There were negotiations with the Indlan
Service relating to the 30 percent Indlan-
owned land in the project, and the tedlous
task of working out water supply problems
with Oklahoma City and Enid.

All of this required leadershlp of the first
order.

The job is not complete.
in Washington has improved.

Budget A47 with which we wrestled for
years has been scuttled, and & more realistic
approach has been adopted by thls admin-
istration. The President In his budget mes-
sage has pald:

“Natural resourcss develcpment s & key
requisite to the present and future economic
growth of the Nation. :

“Land, water, and power resources: Most
of these expenditures will be to continue
construciion of projects for floed control,
navigaticn, irrigation, water supply. and hy-
droelectric power. Related developments of
recreational facilities and flsh ancl wildlife
resources will be carried forward. These
projects represent investments which will
yleld benefits for years to corne.

“With funds requested for 1964 the Corps
of Engineers will Initiate construction of
82 projects, the Bureau of Reclamation 8
new projects, and the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority 2 new projects.”

Here 13 the new view. We should bulld
such projects as Canton. It fits Into the
pattern of developing our basic natural re-
sources. )

In the President’s request for funds 1s an
item of $200,000 for advance engineering
and design for the Optlma project on the
North Canadian River upstream from Can-
ton Reservolr., This project will provide
260,000 additional sacre-feet of capacity
which should insure the avallability of
100,000 ccre-feet of storage capacity for ir-
rigation of 16,000 acres of land below Can-
ton. At the same time no adverse effect
will be had on flood control and water
supply.

With these new developments, T am hope-
ful for favorable consideration and authori-
gation of the Canton irrigation project as
recommended in the bill I am introducing.

The “climate™
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PROGRAM TO REDUCE NONBENE-
FICIAL CONSUMPTIVE USE OF
WATER, PECOS RIVER BASIN, NEW
MEXICO AND TEXAS

Mr, ANDERSON. Mr. President, I
introduce, for appropriate reference, a
joint resolution to provide authority to
the Secretary of the Interior to carry
out a continuing program to reduce
nonkeneficial consumptive uses of water
in the Pecos River Basin in New Mexico
and Texas.

I am sure the Members of the Senate
are well aware of the importance of
water in the arid regions of the western
part of the United States. The studies
of the Senate Select Committee on Na-
tional Water Resources have shown that
water shortage and water quality are
not only a problem of the West but are
becoming major problems elsewhere.
We must therefore use every practical
means at our command to solve these
problems as quickly as possible if we are
to provide water for irrigation, indus-
trial, and domestic uses and for recrea-
tion purposes to meet the demands of
the population. .

We have in the Southwest & menace in
the form of certain phreatoyphytes that
is consuming nonbeneficially each year
over 25 million acre-feet of our water.
The principal culprit is & plant known
as Tamarix gallicia, more commonly
known as saltcedar. ‘These plants
were introduced into the United States
from the Mediterranean region, east
Asis, or India, where they are indige-
nous. 'The climate and other condi-
tions of the West are ideal for the rapid
growth of this plant and since 1914 it
has spread to nearly all of the stream-
beds of the West and is spreading rap-
idly and now covers nearly 15 million
acres of bottomlands in the 17 Western
States.

We have initiated, through the Bureau
of Reclamation and the Corps of Engi~
neers, & program on the Rio Grande
above Elephant Butte Lake to remove
some of these saltcedar and to build
a floodway and channel into the lake.
This project was started 11 years ago
and during construction, up until 1961,
has saved 550,000 acre-feet. The Bureau
of Reclamation states that beginning
this year they expect to save 100,000
acre-feet annually for Elephant Butte
Reservoir. This project has already
demonstrated that this type of water
salvage work is profitable.

The Pecos River Basin is one of the
most heavily infested river basins in the
West. From 600 acres found in the
McMillan Delta in 1915, the infested area
has grown to 43,000 acres in 1957 and
is well over that amount now. The Na-
tional Resources Planning Board re-
ported that the saltcedar in this area
is comsuming approximately 5 acre-feet
of water per acre annually. According
to the U.S. Geological Survey, these
phreatophytes could consume virtually
the entire flow of the Pecos River in this
area in 50 years if the growth -goes un-
reined.

Some of New Mexico’s chief farming
and population centers lie in the Pecos
Valley. The economic growth of this
area, and the Red Bluff area in Texas
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like to join with me as COSponsors may
do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
concurrent resolution will be received and
appropriately referred; and, without ob-
jection, the concurrent resolution will lie
on the desk, as requested by the Senator
from Florida.

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.
23) was referred to the Committee on
Rules and Administration, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That there is

hereby established a Joint Committee on °

Central Intelligence to be composed of six
* Members of the Senate to be appointed by
the President of the Senate, and six Members
of the House of Representatives to be ap-
pointed by the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Of the six members to be
appointed from the Senate, three shall be
members of the Central Intelligence Agency
Subcommittee of the Committee on Appro-
priations of the Senate, and three shall be
members of the Central Intelligence Agency
sSubcommittee of the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate. Of the six members
to be appointed from the House of Repre-
gentatives, three shall be members of the
Central Intelligence Agency Subcommittee
of the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives, and three shall be
members of the Central Intelligence Agency
subcommittee of the Committee on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives.
Not more than four members appointed from
elther the Senate or the House of Repre-
gentatives shall be from the same political
party.

8ec. 2. (a) The Joint committee shall make
continuing studies of the activities of the
Central Intelligence Agency and of problems
relating to .the gathering of intelligence af-
fecting the national security and of its coor-
dination and utilization by the various
departments, agencies, and instrumentall-
tles of the Government. The Central In-
telligence Agency shall keep the jolnt com-
mittee fully and currently informed with
respect to its activities, All bills, resolu-
tions, and other matters In the Senate or the

- House of Representatives relating primarily
to the Central Intelligence Agency shall be
referred to the joint committee.

(b). The members of the joint committee
who are Members of the Senate shall from
time to time report to the Senate, and the
members of the joint committee who are
Members of the House of Representatives
shall from time to time report to the House,
by bill or otherwise, their recommendations
with respect to matters within the jurisdic-
tion of their respective Houses which are
(1) referred to the joint committee, or (2)
otherwise within the jurlsdiction of the joint
committee. ’

Smc. 3. Vacancies in the membership of
the joint committee shall not affect the
power of the remaining members to execute
the functions of the joint committee, and
shall be filled in the sane manner as in the
case of the original selection. The joint
committee shall select & chalrman and a
vice chairman from among its members.

SEC. 4. The joint committiee, or any duly
authorized subcommittee thereof, is author-
fzed to hold such hearings, to sit and act at
such places and times, to require, by sub-
pena or otherwise, the attendance of such
witnesses and the production of such books,
papers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, to procure
such printing and binding, and to make such
expenditures as it deems advisable. The
cost of stenographic services to report pub-
lic' hearings shall not be in excess of the
amounts prescribed by law for reporting the
hearings of standing committees of the Sen-
ate, The cost of such services to report ex-

ecutive hearings shall be fixed at an equi-~
table rate by the joint committee.

Sec. 5. The joint committee 18 empowered
to appoint such experts, consultants, tech-
nicians, and clerical and stenographic assist-
ants as It deems necessary and advisable.
The committee 18 authorized to utilize the
gervices, information, facilitles, and person-
nel of the departments and establishments
of the Government. -

Sgc. 6. The expenses of the joint commit-
tee shall be paid one-half from the con-
tingent fund of the genate and one-half
from the contingent- fund of the House of
Representatives upon vouchers signed by the
chalrman. Disbursements to pay such ex-
penses shali be made by the Secretary of the
Senate out of the contingent fund of the
Senate, such contingent fund to be reim-
pursed from the contingent fund of thé
House of Representatives in the amount of
one-half of the disbursements 80 made,

DUTIES ON IMPORTS OF CATTLE,
BEEF, AND VEAL—ADDITIONAL
COSPONSOR OF BILL

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. President, at its
next printing, I ask unanimous consent
that the name of the Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr. ALLOTT] be added as an addi-
tional cosponsor of the bill (S, 65T) to
amend the Tariff Act of 1930 to Impose
additional duties on caftle, beef, and
veal imported each year in excess of an-
nual gquotas, introduced by me, for my-
self and other Senators, on January 28,
1963.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL EX-
CHANGE PROGRAMS—ADDITION-
AL, COSPONSOR OF BILL AND
JOINT RESOLUTION

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when there isa
reprinting of the bill 8. 658 and the Sen-
ate Joint Resolution, S.J. Res, 30, which
deal with our educational and cultural
exchange programs, and which I intro-
duced on January 28 of this year, that
the nanie of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. RanroLpHu] be added as a co-
sponsor. During the last meeting of the
NATO parliamentary conference in Paris
last November the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. Ranporpr] and I served
as members of the American delegation
to the NATO parliamentary committee
dealing with education and cultural ex-
change programs. The Senator from
West Virglnia made some very valuable
contributions during the NATO confer-
ence. He saw these bills in the RECORD.
1 did not confer with anyone before in-
troducing them.. The Senator from West
Virginia would like to become a cospon-
sor, and I would be honored and happy
to have him join me as a cosponsor of
the measures.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Without
objection, it is so ordered.

PROHIBITION OF USE OF MEASUR-
ING DEVICES IN POSTAL SERV-
ICE-—ADDITIONAL COSPONSOR OF
BILL
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, at. its

next printing, I ask unanimous consent
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that the name of the rienator from
Towa [Mr. MILLER] may Yo added as @
cosponsor of the bill (S. 7707 to prevent
the use of stopwatclies, work measure-
ment programs, or other r-erformance
standards operations as rieasuring de-
vices in the postal service. introduced by
me on February 6, 1963.

The PRESIDING OFF CER. With-
out objection, it is so ord rad.

AMENDMENT OF INTE *NAL REVE-
NUE CODE OF 1954— ADDITIONAL
COSPONSORS OF BIIL::

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. F.esident, T ask
unanimous consent tha- at -its next
printing the names of the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. Nzrsonl aad the Sen-
ator from Maryland [Mr TREWSTER] be
added as cosponsors to th ~ »ill 8. 736, to
amend the Internzl Re.xiue Code of
1954 to encourage the construction of
treatment works to contr:i water and air
pollution by permitting the deduction of
expenditures for the con & uction, erec-
tion, installation, or acqg: :¢ition of such
treatment works, and to tte bill S. 737,
to promote water and ai: pollution con-
trol and abatement by uihorizing the
Secretary of Health, Fducation, and
Welfare to provide certain assistance to
small business concern in obtaining
necessary treatment worte.

The PRESIDING OF MCER. With-
out objection, it is co ord:rad.

ESTABLISHMENT OF £ COMMISSION
ON SCIENCE AND ' FCHNOLOGY,
ADDITIONAL COSPC i ;0R OF BILL

Mr. McCLELLAN. »:. President, at
its next printing, I ask wnpanimous con-
sent that the name of th:: junior Senator
from . Connecticut {Mr RIBICOFF] be
added as a cosponsor to tke bill (S. 816)
providing for the estz :lishment of a
Commission on Science :.t:d Technology,
submitted by me on Feoraary 18, 1963.

The PRESIDINC: OFI (CER. Without
objection, it is so order-d.

Mr. McCLELLAN. *#r. President, I
welcome the distinguished junior Sena-
tor from Connecticut as '« rosponsor. 'We
are delighted to have is; support and
are glad to have him idrntified with this
effort to secure legislation.

ADDITIONAL COSPON SORS OF BILLS

Under authority of t e orders of the
Senate, as indicated b ‘vw, the follow-
ing names have been added as addi-
tional cosponsors for the following bills:

Authority of Febrvry 11, 1863:

S.774. A bill to ~mend ui:e Federal Trade
Commission Act, o prc note quality and
price stabilization. to d:-fine and restrain
certain unfair methods - ¢ distribution and
to confirm, define, «:nd e¢ :3iize the rights of
producers rnd resellers ir tte distribution of
goods identified Ly disiirzguished brands,
names, or trademsrks, &-:¢ for other pur-
poses: Mr., INovUYH, Mr. - :RLBON, and Mr.
RANDOLPH.

Authority of Febru - 20, 1963:

8.860, A bill to auth: vie the burial of
certaln news corz;espon'ie»xts in national
cemeteries: Mr. B+RTLET:. Mr. HRUSKA, Mr,
LonG of Missouri, nnd M. . Moss.

Authority of Februuxy 21, 1963:

5.880. A bill to provi. ¢ under the soclal
gecurity program for prykent for hospital
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and related services to aged beneficlaries:
Mr. Bavm, Mr. BREWSTER, Mr. BYrp of West
Virginia, Mr. HartkE, Mr. EEFAUVER, Mr.
KrNNEDY, and Mr. NELsoON.

THE WILDERNESS BILL—ADDI-
TIONAL: COSPONSORS OF AMEND-
MENT

Under authority of the order of the
Senate of February 20, 196%, the names
of Senators BARTLETT, BENNETT, CANNON,
Dominick, FonG, GOLDWATER, HAYDEN,
JORDAN of Idaho, LaUscmE, MECHEM,
Munor, RanpoLrH, SiMprsoN, and THUR-
Mmonp were added . as additicnal cospon-
sors of the amendment subm.itted by Mr.
AxrrorT on February 20, 1963, to the bill
(3. 4) to establish a National Wilderness
Preservation System, and for other pur-
poses.

NOTICE CONCERNING CERTAIN
NOMINATIONS BEFORE® COMMIT-
TEE ON THE JUDICIARY

. Mr. EASTLAND. Mr, Prasident, the
following nominations hav: been re-
ferred to and are now pending before the
Committee on the Judiciary:

Robert M. Morgenthau, of New York,
to be U.S. attorney, southern district of
New York, for a term of 4 years—recess
appointment.

Homer Lester Benson, of Indiana, to be
a member of the Board of Parole for
term expiring September 30, 1968—recess
appointment.

On behalf of the Commiltee on the
Judiciary, notice is hereby given to all
bersons interested in these nominations
to file with the committee, in writing, on
or before Monday, March 4. 1963, any
representations or objections: they may
wish to present concerning the above
nominations, with a further. statement
whether it is their intention t2 appear at
any hearing which may be scheduled.

NOTICE OF HEARINGS ON NOMINA-
TIONS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON
THE JUDICIARY
Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, on

behalf of the Committee on the Judi-

eiary, I desire to give notice tt.at a public

hearing has been scheduled fcr Tuesday,

March 5, 1963, beginning at 10:30 a.nm.,
in room 2228, New Senate Office Building,
on the following nominations:

William J. Nealon, Jr., of Pennsyl-
vania, to be U.S. district judge, middle
district of Pennsylvania—recess ap-
pointment.

Carl E. McGowan, of Illirois, to be
U.8. circuit judge, District of Columbia
circuit, vice Henry W. Edgerton, retiring.

H. Vearle Payne, of New Mexico, to be
U.S. district judge, district of New
Mexico, vice Carl A. Hatch, retiring.

At the indicated time and :3lace per-
sons interested in the hearing may make
such representations as may be pertinent.

The subcommittee consists of the Sen-
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Joxw-
STON], the Senator fyom Nebrasks [Mr.
Hruskal, and myself, as chai-man.
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ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS,  ARTI-
CLES, ETC. PRINTED IN THE
APPENDILX

On request, and by unaniraous consent,
adcresses, editorials, articles, ete., were
ordered to be printed in the Appendizx, as
follows :

By Mr. ROBERTSON:

Washington's Birthday addresa by Senator
Steemes, delivered on February 22, 1963, at
Richmond, Va., together with the introduc-~
tion by Senator ROBERTSON.

By Mr. MONRONEY: -

Sermon dellvered in Washington Cathedral
by the Very Reverend Francis B, Sayre, Jr.,
dear, on the need to relate our faith to the
problems of a changing world.

By Mr. LONG of Missouri:

Editorial entitled “It's Worth a Try,” pub-
lished in the Springfleld (Mo.) Leader-Press
of February 1, 1968, relating to the adminis-
tration’s farm program.

Article entitled “Surveying for Peace,”
written by Mildred Hall, assoclate editor of
National Surveyor, and published in the
Janvary 1963 Issue of that periodical.

By Mr. HUMPHREY :

Editorial published in the Arkansas Ga-
zetle relating to the promotion of former
Gov. Sid McMath, of Arkansas, to the rank of
brigadier general in the Marine Corps
Reserve,

By Mr. CASE:

Ariicle from National Edueational Tele-
visionn News Quarterly for the fall of 1942,
deallng with educational television pro-
grarms, ) '

Article entitled “Adventures With Space,”
written by Pirman E. Baer, professor emeri-
tus ¢f agricultural chemistry in the College
of Agriculture of Rutgers University, and
published in the Rutgers Alumni Monthly,
deseribing his views on the problem of
diminishing open land areas in this country,
with special attention to land falling to
Industrial and urban developmeant,

Article entitled “Disease Fighter—Jersey
Veterinarian Pioneered Poultry Research,”
published in the Newark (N.J.) Sunday News
magazine of recent date.

By Mr, YARBOROUGH: -

Article entitled “Blind Girl, 23, Starts Duty
With Peace Corps,” published in the Wash-
ington Evening Star of February 20, 1063,
belng a tribute to Marilyn Brandt, of San
Antonio, 'Tex., a blind girl recently appointed
to the Peace Corps.

VISIT BY THE KING OF LAOS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, the
President and the people of the United
Btates today have the honor of greeting
the King of Laos, his Majesty Sri Savang
Vatthana. It has been my privilege to
know the King of Laos for over a decade,
and, I believe, to understand and appre-
clate the difficulties and the complex
problems which have been his, and, quite
likely, will continue to confront him in
the years aheac. )

He is fully aware of the difficulties
which: face Laos, and is prepared to serve
a3 a catalyst to help solve them. With
his dignity, prestige, knowledge, and un-
derstanding, he is extremely well quali-
filed to preside over a reunification of
his country and to attend to the needs
and the wants of his people.

We are indecd happy to have him a3
our guest, Mr. President; and, on behalf
of the Senate of the United States, I

Feb?‘mry 24

extend to him our greetings, our cordial
best wishes, and our hope that the
friendship between our two countries will
continue on the basis of mutual cordial-
ity and understanding, and that the fu-
ture of Laos will be enhanced and
strengthened as a free, independent, and
wholly sovereign nation.

FOURTEENTH ANNUAL INTERNA-
TIONAL PANCAKE DAY RACE

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, the
14th annual International Pancake Day
Race will be run tomorrow. This great
good-will event between the housewives
of Liberal, Kans., and Olney, England,
is always held on the Tuesday before
Ash Wednesday.

This race Is sponsored by the junior
chamber of commerce of Liberal, for the
Promotion of international relations be-
tween England and the United States.
It is based on competition between the
young ladies of Olney, England, and the
young ladies of Liberal, Kans.

Some years ago the people of Liberal
heard of this 500-year event of pancake
racing over a 415-yard course from the
town pump to the church. The city of
Liberal challenged the women of Olney,
England, to this race; and the challenge
was accepted by Rev. R. C. Collins, the
Vicar of Olney-

In old England, it was customary for
the housewives to drop whatever they

were doing and hurry to the church at’

the tolling of the bell, to be “shriven”
of their sins. In 1445, a wife in Olney,
England, started baking her pbancakes
rather late. They were not quite finished
when the church bell rang: but she
hurried off to the “shriving,” carrying
her griddle and pancakes with her,
Thus, an annual sporting event was born.

I am inviting the Members of the U.S.
Senate and their staffs, the Kansas con-
gressional delegation, and the press to
be my guests tomorrow morning, for
breakfast in the Senate dining rooms,
here in the Capitol, where they will be
served the finest pancakes in the world,
made from the finest flour in the world,
furnished by the Liberal Junior Cham-
ber of Commerce, directly from the
“Pancake Hub of the Universe.”

Mrs. Vicki Campbell, a Liberal, Kans.,
housewife and mother of two young chil~
dren, is in Washington, to help with this
breakfast. Mrs. Campbell won the Lib-
eral Pancake Race last year, and is here
representing the Liberal Junior Cham-
ber of Commerce.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, is
there further morning business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there.

further morning business? If not, morn-
ing business is closed,

AMENDMENT OF RULE RELATING
TO STANDING COMMITTEES

Mr. MANSFIELD., Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the unfin-
ished business be laid hefore the Senate
and be made the pending business.
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cles. Where else but In the Congress,
with legislative and appropriation re-
view, can the entire spread of the US8.
Government be better coordinated and
evaluated. And where else but in the
Congress can the will of the American
people be more directly interpreted?

Although CIA is subjected to some re-
view each year when its budget is ex-
amined annually by the Bureau of the
Budget and the Appropriations Commit-
tees of both Houses of Congress, such
review can only provide hindsight—not
daily . checks or recommendations as
they might be needed.

Mr. Dulles fears that congressional re-
view of the CIA would produce security
leaks and thereby destroy the effective-
ness of the agency. If this were true,
why is classified material now made
available to congressional leaders by the
President? Members of Congress are
regularly given highly sensitive intelli-
gence data pertaining to foreign affairs
and defense matters, and the Nation's
security is not jeopardized in the least.
On the contrary, this Nation’s well-being
is enhanced when executive sessions are
held by the congressional committees
having jurisdiction in the military and
international fields.

And Congress can keep a secref.
When the United States was developing
the atomic bomb during the closing days
of World War II, it was felt that the
Congress was entitled to know about the
project. A top secret briefing was held
on February 18, 1944, and seven con-
gressional leaders of both Houses were
advised of U.S. efforts in the nuclear
field. Two of those distinguished lead-
ers are still serving this Nation as Mem-
bers of this House. .

One year later, on February of 1945,
five more congressional leaders were
briefed on the development of atomic
weapons,

Mr. Speaker, I krnow of no better kept
secret.

The evidence of recent months shows
that the CIA might not be the instru-
ment it was designied to be. The U-2
incident of the Eisenhower administra-
tion caused serious implications in our
‘téreign policy. The Bay of Pigs flasco as
well as.the collection of intelligence data
surrounding Cuba suggests there may
well be some serious kinks in our intelli-
gence system.

Thus, Mr. Speaker, the Central Intelli-
gence Agency is once again involved in
s new controversy respecting our for-
eign operations. How do we know the
operations of this agency? What evi-
dence is there to show that the agency’s
personnel is not delinquent in effecting
& smooth transmission of vital intelli-
gence data? And what proof have we
that this agency, which in many respects
has the power to preempt foreign policy,
is not actually exercising this power
through practices which are contradic-
tory to the established policy objectives
of this Government?

Mr. Speaker, in these days when the
Nation is engaged in a struggle for its
very survival, Americans and particu-
larly the Congress, would do well to ask
some - searching questions about this
supersecret orgarnization. Such ques-
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tions could be answered in the review
provided by the Joint Commlttee as pro-
posed in my bill, House J oint Resolution
211,

Mr. STINSON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. I yleld to
the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. STINSON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to compliment the gentleman from Flor-
ida on the excellent job he has done in
exposing some of the situation that has
been going on down in Cuba and for
bringing out the information about the
fact missiles were not discovered until
after the CIA was taken off the particu-
lar project. ’

Could the gentleman tell me from
whence the information came that there
were 42 medium or intermediate range
missiles in Cuba?

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Actually, I
think these reports were made by the
Defense Department to the State De-
partment.

Mr. STINSON. Is it not true that this
information originally came from
Khrushchev that there were 42 missiles,
because we have no checks that might
possibly be gathered in Cuba while CIA
was in charge of the project?

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. I think we

do have some reports from the exile’

groups that first started out checking
the missiles. As to the exact number,
I am not sure where the first reports
came from, but it is my impression they
have been verified in statements by our

. own Government.

Mr. STINSON. To my knowledge,
and perhaps the gentleman can amplify
this a little bit, there never has been
any actual identification that there were
42 missiles brought into Cuba. We have
not seen them. We do not know that
there were 42 brought into Cuba.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. That could
well be. We will not know the true story
until we have on-site inspection.

Mr. STINSON. This information that
42 were there was actually received from
Mr. Khrushchev, who has proven to be
extremely unreliable in relaying infor-
mation to the United States.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. I apprecl-
ate the point that the gentleman makes,
but I think too we have had some veri-
fication from our own intelligence
sources, including some of the exile
groups. They have forwarded many of
those reports. I have received some. I
have turned these over to our Govern-
ment agencies for checkout. It is a prob-
iem that cannot possibly be solved until
we have some on-site inspection.

OVERCROWDED RAIL COACHES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr. Cauiri] is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. CAHILL. Mr. Speaker, I.have
taken this time to call to the attention
of the Members of the House an omis-
sion in the Interstate Commerce Act rel-
ative to the transportation of passengers
on railroad coaches in interstate com-
merce. This matter was brought to my
attention indirectly as a resull of an ex-

- New York is a :ood

“bruary 27

perience I persoaally sacountered at
30th Street Station in Philadelphia on
the evening of Fcbrua.y 24, 1963. On
that occasion & irain overated by the
Pennsylvania - Railroa.: between New
York and Washin:ton - icoped as sched-
uled in Philadelphia. 7he frain con-
sisted of some 13 railw: v coaches in ad-
dition to a diner, and - forth. When
the train stopped the :row notified the
several hundred passe-cers waiting to
board the train at 30::: Street Station
that no seats wer: avai alle and my per-
sonal investigation indisxted to me that
this condition prevailei from the time
the train departed fro u New York., As
a result of this annour ~ement there was
a mad rush of several nundred passen-
gers and great dange. of serlous per-
sonal injury, pariicula-ix to many older
passengers was createi. No effort was
made by the crew of th s particular train
to limit the numter of ‘¢ssengers board-
ing the coaches and ¥ personally ob-
served several =oach-s that were so
crowded that no one - »1ld move in the
aisles. A very dang :--us hazard was
thereby permitted to »ist by the rail-
road. ‘I have in the pe -t personally sym-
pathized with the plig® i of the railroads,
recognizing as I do i« problems con-
fronting them. I nc . think, however,
that a great desl of “~rir problems are
of their own doing a1 that the service
for passengers betwee: Washington and
‘1istration of the
failure of railrosd me rgement. I have
personally observed ti:e deterloration of
this service during »:y 5 years in the
Congress.

T find the coaches ¢ re many times un-
kempt, the service of = is discourteous
and the equipme#nt us -¢ by the railroads
is generally of ancieni vintage. The pas-
sengers who boarded {:is particular train
in Philadelphia were charged a fare for
a seat by the railrc:d and then were

" herded like a bunch :f cattle into over-

crowded ecaches and forced to stand for
approximately 2 hovrs. The manage-
ment of the railroad «ijh the knowledge
that no seats were :vailable from the
time the train left rew York made no
provisions for any ad-iiional sections on
this train and made ro announcement
to the passengers av.ating the train in
Philadelphia of the anavailability of
seats. Recogniving t:e dangers inherent
with the overcrovding of . railroad
coaches, I contacted = renresentative of
the Interstate Comm: rce Commission for
the purpose of deterr ining what regula-
tion covered the nuinber of poassengers
riding in railrcad ¢ aches in inferst-te
commerce. I was in--»med that the In-
terstate Commoree ¢ *3>mmission had n»
authority under the ' v o issue any such
regulation. As of ow, therefore, the
railroads have the p riect right to carry
as many standees i1 a railroad coach
as they wish without vegard to the safe’y
of the passengers. The rallroads, par-
ticularly the Penns.lvania, have- boom
doing this for som: ifme. I am con-
vinced that the sai ts; and welfare of
the citizens of this c::uatry demand that
some limitatior: be pizced upon the num-
ber of passengers ric o« in these railroad
coaches and I havé. ilerefore, prepared
and have today int: .Juced a bill grant-
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since any and all section 22 rate quota-
tions are automatically within the law,
the courts cannot very well hasmd down
& decision against a defendant when
there has been no violation. . Such is
the incongruity of section 22. 1t is a law
against the law and yet exerapt from
- all laws.

Finally, 1 want to point out that the-

provisions of ‘the bill would ret apply
if the President or the heact of any
agency or department certifies in writ-
ing to the Commission that tte disclo-
sure of information with respest to sec-
tion 22 rates would endanger the national
security. .

Mr. Speaker, the weakened iondition
of our national transportation system is
& matter of grave concern to all of us.
It is plain that a major contributing fac-
tor of ever-growing proportiors is the
failure of carriers to offer—and failure
of the Government to insist upon—com-
parative section 22 rates. No buadgetary
purpose is served by this practice—quite
the eontrary—and we know fron experi-
ence that it only promotes ruincus com-
petition which inhibits modernization of
equipment and otherwise helps to de-
stroy the common carrier system. .

For the Government to have played
this ignominious role as long as it has
is little short of a national diserace. We
cannot allow congressional inaection to
Turther the destructive process.

Mr. Speaker, I ask prompt committee
consideration of the bill I have offered
and urge its support by my colleiigues on
both si

FOR COMNGRES-
JO COMMITTIE ON
INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES OF GOV-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the previous order of the House the gen-
tlernan from Florida [Mr. RocErs] is
recognized for 20 minutes.

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise imnd ex-
tend his remarks and include extizaneous
madtter.)

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, particularly. disturbing are the re-
ports that no conclusive photographs of
Soviet intermediate range ballistic mis-
siles in Cuba were made available to the
President until the task of aerial recon-
najssance was transferred from CIA to
the Air Force. In its March 4 issie pub-
lished this week, Newsweek mugazine
states that Presidential Security Adviser
MecGeorge Bundy transferred iespon-
sibility for these flights from CIA to the
Strategic Air Command. Newsweck then
states that the very first flight thereafter
produced the evidence that trigege-ed the
face-down crisis of last October. Mr.
Speaker, the implication clearly exists
that CIA may have been the stopgap
which accounted for the timelag ¢f some
2 weeks in whigh the Russians Balmost
completed their missile installatior.

In addition, the Central Inteligence
Agency has alsa eaught the public eye
with the recent statements of rormer
Director Allen Dulles. In his renarks,
Mr. Dulles said that the Kremlin had
raised the art of espionage to an unprec-

edented height, and for that reason
CIA should be exempt from any continu-
ing corigressional serutiny. In short, Mr.
Dulles argues, CIA should be left alone
to con:inye its unparalleled role as the
Nation’s No. 1 untouchable Government;
agency.

It may be argued that the secretive-
ness of the CIA precludes the possibility
of its successes coming to light; that its
nature does not allow its ratio of success
versus failure to be known. However,
responsible Americans have begun to
view the CIA differently. The Hoover
Commission recommended thst a con-
gressional committee be set up to oversee
the CIA. I have introduced legislation
to establish such a committee—House
Joint Resolution 211. And just last
week, two of the Nation's leading news-
bapers, the Washington Post and the
Evening Star, both editorially volced
their concern over the supersecret
agency and, under unanimous consent,
I include those editorials in the Recorp
at this point:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
Feb. 20, 19631
CONGREESS AND THE CIA

As a former dircctor of the organization,
Allen Dulles writes with authorify in his
article ceclaring that there shcould be no
further congresslonal curbs on the U.S. Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency. This supersecret
enterprise, of course, embraces sorae of our
Government’s most delicate and most dan-
gerous operations, and 1t therefore bears
vitally on the security of the Nation. That
18 why Mr. Dulles argues that it must be
exempted from coatrols normally exercised
by either the House or the Sensate, or both
working iogether in the form of a Joint com-
mittee. As he has put it, “we are faced by
an antagonist [the Kremlin] that hLas raised
the art of esplonage to an unprecedented
height,” and in such circumstances there is
need to put a bridle on the American In-
clination “to talk Loo much about matters
that should be eclassified.”

These matters, sccording to Mr. Dulles,
most certainly include the CIA's operations,
which could be greatly hampered—and per-
haps washed out altogether-—if subjected to
constant congressional gossip, scrutiny and
badgering of a sort that could let out all the
secrets. This strikes us as a golid point, but
Democratic Senator Morse, of Oregon, has
firm views to the contrary. He believes that
the CIA exercises police-state powers that
should be taken awuy from 1t forthwith, and
he intercs to speak at length on the issue
in the next week or so. The event will be
awalted with Interest, especlally in view of
the Senator’s formidable capacity o speak
at length. Meanwhile, 1t must be hoped that
there will be no poilticking in this exceed-
ingly sensitive area.

{From the: Washington (D.C.) Post, Feb. 20,
1963}
CHECKING INTELLIGENCE
The opinion of Allen Dulles, former Di-

-rector of the Central Intelligence Agency,

that therc is no need for more controls on
this country's intelligence effort, carries a
great deal of weight, because of his personal
integrity and his long professional experience,

Nevertheoless, his exhaustive and capable
discussion of the work of the CIA, in the
Encyclopedia Britannica, will not eliminate
anxiety ab.out the role of the Agency., It is
true that the CIA operates under the Presi-
dent, the Secretary of Defense, and the Sec-
retary of State, and that its work is under the
scrutiny of the President’s Board of Con-
sultants on Foreign Intelligence Activities
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which meets several times & year, and that
1ts appropriations pass through the Budget
Bureau and the congressional Appropriations
Committees. None of these devices provides
& day-to-day check on operations and all of
them together have nol been sufficient to
prevent CIA operations at Cross-purposes
with those of persons supposed to be carrying
out American polley abraad. .

There have been instances in -Egypt, in
southeast Asia, in South America, and even
in Europe, in which such conflicts have been
exhibited. Ambassadors have been hindered
and embarrassed by the spooks who have
been attached in times past to their Em-
bassles but who have operated almost en-
tirely outside their direction.

NWor is it completely reassuring to say that
CIA agents never get involved in policy.
The decisicn to seek Information by clan-
destine means often is, in itself, a policy
decision. The failures or intelligence gath-
ering operations sometimes shape policy it-
self, in wholly unplanned ways. The U-3
eplsode in the Soviet Union is only the most
draraatic illustration of the impact of intelli-
gence activities on policy. And even where
the primary intelligence mission is success-
ful--diplomatic risks and costs are involved
that may be disproportionate to the intelli-
gence gain. .

The congressional watchdog committee
recommended by the Hoover Commission
was decisively rejected by Congress in 1958
and it may not be the answer now. The
other checks enumerated by Mr, Dulles, are
not the whcle answer, elther. The President
and members of his Cabinet can give only
infrequent and crisis attention to the task.
The Budget Bureau can glve fund alloca-
tion close scrutiny but it is hardly in posi-
tlon to criticize actual fleld operations, or
even to criticize appropriations when its ex-
perte turn out to be former CIA officials.
The appropriation procedures of Congress
afford no administrative control of day-to-
day enterprises.

No objective person cou’d read Mr. Dulles’
formldable defense of the CIA without ac-
quiring the conviction that the organization
is of the gresitest importance to the country’s
survival. Many will be convinced that 'it is
s0 Important that it cannot be left to carry
out espionage, subversion and Information
funciions all over the world without more )
continuous direction from the very. highest
level of the Government spparstus.

Mr. Speaker, truth does exlst in Mr,
Dulles’ statement that the Kremlin is an
accomplished antagonist. An agency
charged with the operations such as
those conducted by the CIA is vital to
the security and tactics of America, if we
are o be successful in the cold war.
However, the advantages of the CIA be-
ing exempt from continuing serutiny of
2 permeanent joint congressional com-
mittee are far outweighed by the disad-
vantages. i

What happens, for example, when
any Government bureau is allowed to go
unchecked? The lack of congressional
review results in inefficiency, needless
and many times wasteful expenditures,
as well as the pursuit of policies which
may be completely contrary to national
goals. If the principle of congressional
review were not extended to every U.S.
Government agency think of the unco-
ordinated duplication and damage which
would result to this Naticn. Consider as
well the benefits which have accrued to
America by a free press nuestioning the
unclassified actions of the U.S. Govern-
ment. -

It is for the benefit of the Nation that
Congress does police Government agen-
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tutes should be authorized to fnclude the
teaching of English.

Finally, there should be Increased use of
existing legislative authority for exchanges
of faculty members with foreign countries
and for grants to actual and prospective col-
lege teachers to study abroad. The council
believes that Federal agencies administering
these programs should consult with the aca-
demic community in developing fresh ap-
proaches that will win support for needed
and substantial increases in appropriations
for international educational exchanges.

III. Students

There is need for appropriate Federal ac-
tion to lower the financial barriers to higher
education for gqualified students.

The predicted enrollment increase of 2.8
million students between 1962-63 and 1970~

71 places a high priority on the need for

academic facllitles and college teachers.
Reallzation that enrollments will rise by
one-fourth between 1962 and 1965 alone em-
phasizes the urgency of this need. Without
adequate facilities and qualified teachers, our
colleges and universities will have to resort
to expedients detrimental to educational
quality. Thus the council believes first pri-
ority should go to Federal programs designed
to assure the coming generation of college
students of classrooms, laboratories, and li-
braries in which to leran, and qualified per-
sons to each them.

All evidence Indicates that charges to
students for tuition, fees, and room and
board in both public and private institutions
are continuing to rise sharply. This upward
trend in costs has forced the student, his
family, and the institution to plan more
realistically the share of the cost that should
be borne by grant assistance, loans, and
student employment. But dangers lie ahead,
since a study of trends also indicates that
scholarships and institutional loan funds,
even when augmented by Federal loan funds
avsilable under the National Defense Edu-
cation Act, are not keeping pace either with
the increase in number of students or with
the upward cost trend. Furthermore, while
the loan program of the National Defense
Education Act has helped many families in
the middle-income brackets, qualified stu-
dents from the very low income levels are
finding it more and more difficult to finance
a college education.?

With National Defense Education Act as-
sigtance, State programs of testing and
counseling, with special emphasis on early
identification of- talented students, have
either been Initiated or expanded. But it is
not enough to identify the talented student
who comes from a low-income family unless
some hope of grant assistance can be offered
by the time he must make the decision to
go to college. In short, if equality of edu-
cational opportunity is to be more than an
abstract slogan, the Federal Government
must help colleges and universities provide
grant assistance as well as loan assistance
to able but needy students.

Student. loans: The celling of $250,000 on
Federal contributions to any one institu-
tional loan fund should be removed so that
"institutions may request funds in proportion
to the predictable demand for them, The
National Defense Education Act student loan
program should be made a permanent pro-

. gram, with the Federal capital contributions
granted to the Institutions as permanent re-
volving loan funds. Frora tlme to time addi-
tional appropriations should then be made
for grants to institutions to reimburse them
for the portion of loans forgiven for recipi-

3 The statements In this paragraph are
based on “Financial Ald to the Undergradu-
ate: Issues and Implication,” by Elmer D.
West, to be published by the American
Council on Education,
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ents who entered tcuching, to meet the needs
resulting from increasing enrollments, and
to establish loan funds for Instiutions new
to the program.

As a matter of equity o student borrowers,
the 50 percent “forgiveness” of loans should
be extended to all teaching, including college
teaching in recognized public and private,
nonprofit institutions of education.

Btudent grant assistance: With due regard
to the priority needs for a Federal program
of assistance for construction of academic
facilities and for =xpansion of the National
Defense Education. Act fellowship program
for training college teachers, a new Federal
program of 4-year undergraduate scholar-
ships should be provided to supplement the
National Defense Education Act student loan
program. This scholarship or grant assist-
ance program should have as {ts primary
objective the seckingout and asslsting of
students of academnic promise and great
financial need.

International siudent exchanges: In the
Mutual Education and Cultural Exchange
Act of 1961, Congress recognized the need to
increase the number of undergraduate and
graduate student exchanges with foreign
countries and to provide special services to
forelgn students enroiled in American col-
leges and universities. Congress should ap-
propriate adequate funds to support these
programs realistically if intermational ex-
changes of students are to be extended effec-
tively to esnerging nations, and if the foreign

- student is to obtain maximum benefit from

study in an American institution,
IV. Other proposals and considerations

The focus of Federal action to sustaln and
develop Amecrican higher education as a
national resource must be on programs to
asslst Institutions to meet the demsand for
better higher edueation for an Increasing
number of students. Thus the construction
of academic facilities and the recruitment
and preparation otf-qualified college teachers
must have first opriority for the academic
community, and should have first priority in
the thinking of Congress and the executive.
The need for more student financial assist-
ance holds a second priority.

The council will eontinue to support other
proposals for Fedcral action in the fleld of
higher education. The list below is by no
means inclusive, hut among the proposals for
wheih the council intends to provide appro-
priate support are these:

Federal assistunce for construction of
teaching facilities in medicine, dentistry, and
other health professions.

Payment of full costs of federally sponsored
research.

Equitable reimbursement to colleges and
universities for expenses inecurred In pro-
viding facilities &nd instruction for ROTC
units.

Federal assistance to programs for college~
level technician educaztion.

Extension of the urban renewal program
with annual authorizations sufficient to
maintain benefits to the colleges and uni-
versities at least at current levela.

Amendmernts to the National Defense Edu-~
cation Act (a) to authorize preparation of
persons to teach English as a second lan-
guage, (b) to permit institutions and agen-
cies undertaking National Defense Education
Act-supported recearch to publish the re-
sults of such research. and (c¢) to authorize
guidance institutes for training college stu-
dent personnel! workers.

Implementation of Iinternational agree-
ments providing fer tariff-free importation
of books and scientific equipment.

Appropriations for Federal educational
programs commensurate with the known de-
mands for such programs. Particular em-
phasis will be placed on adequate appro-
priations for the salaries and expenses of

" with Congress and "vith
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the Office of Education, f¢ he program of
the National Defense Educ tion Act, for the
National Science Foundat!. » for grants in
support of educatic :al t- »ision, and for
international educational . ¢ wuinges.

In the interest of nrovic i better coordi-
natlon and focus for Fec o 1 programs in
support of education, the -r:erican Council
on Education believe:: ther: suld be appro-
priate revision of Federal wization and
administration to strengti ‘s the U.S. Office
of Education, and to brir~ the U.S. Com-
missioner of BEducaticn int:: a closer relation-
ship with the Presid-mt.

In addition the Ccuncli - convinced that
the Federal Governraent i an immediate
responsibility to asse=s ali { its present re-
lationships with hizher « zeation and to
take such steps as may be :2:essary to make
these relatlonships more :-y:iucive to the
long-term strengthering o1 ‘I-e Nation's edu-
cational resources. In suc- ¢n endeavor the
Council pledges its full cc -3-ration and as-
sistance.

The Urgent Need fc. i-ecision )

On December 15, 1962, T~ esident Logan
Wilson of the American i . oeil wrote the
President of the Unied 81 ws:

“The crisis long predictc . -1 the capacity
of our Institutions to m 'z the demands
upon them 1s no lenger -sacthing in the
future. It is now.”

It takes time to enact ne v Federal leglsla-
tion and then to get ii inn -+ eifective opera-
tion. It also takes ftime -; plan and then
to build new buildings, ar: : -0 complete the
graduate education of - .ollege teacher.
Prompt action in the 1st = & ion of the 88th
Congress might resuit in z J«¥ new instruc-
tional buildings ready for :s: in the middle

L
1

of the academic year 1963- nd many more
ready for use at the beginr 1 : of the 1964-65
academic year. Thce full T ct, however, of
a new Federal prog:am f: - ronstruction of
academic facilites would <ci be felt until
1065666 and beyond.

Similarly, assuming th &
promptly in its 1963 sessic .
uate programs for frainin -
would not make a =ignifi =
the supply of college teack =
after.

The crisis cannot be a- ¢ ed, but it can
be met without rescrting 5 Lastily devised
“crash” programs, The ::~cision les both

:¢ President and
his advisers, The Aineric: Jouncil on Ed-
ucation 1s convinced that © 'peaks not only
for organized higher edu i ion but for a
much broader American ¢ 1 ensus when its
asserts that the oppcriuni: - :or quality edu-
cation beyond the high .::00l should be
widened and deeperzd th.oi.gh Federal ac-
tion. With wise and effec: Federal assist-
ance, higher educati o car o maintained as
an important national re: -vrce for genera-
tions to come.

Congress acts
sxpanded grad-
llege teachers
difference in
until 1965 and

RESOLUTION BY M %ARY POOL
PORTS Ai3S0C ATION

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Fresident, I ask
unanimous conseni to h: «+ appear in the
RECORD a resoluticn ser ! to me by the
McNary Pool Ports Assc ion of Walla
Walla, Wash., expressi its opposition
to the proposed us:d tar o1 fuel used by
inland waterways.

There being no objec :ca, the resolu-

‘tion was ordered to be printed in the

RECORD, as follows:

Whereas the McNa-y Pqc. 7.orts Association
Is comprised of the ;:orts :-” “3enton, Kenne-
wick, Pasco and Wa'la W: :ir. all located in
the State of Washingtor +:d the port of
Umatilla located in the :t:te of Oregon;
and
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Whereas the assoclation represents port
districts having an area of approximately
6,627 square miles, including some of the
most productive agricultural aird industrial
land in the Pacific Northwest, having an
assessed valuation in excess of $213,435,004;
and P -

Whereas the above-mentioned port dis-
tricts are charged with the responsibility of
the development of the overal. transporta-
tion complex In their respect.ve districts;
and

Whereas i excess of 1 million tons an-
nually have’ passed the McNary lock and
dam and upon completion oI the Lower
Snake River Dams, including Ice Harbor,
Lower Monumental, Little Goote and Lower
Granite, will increase very substantially;
and

Whereds this development will aid the

shipper and consumer of the McNary Pool

area and beyond due to a very large de-
pendence upon inland waterweys transpor-
tation; and

Whereas the President of the United States
on April 5, 1962, sent to Congress contained
in his transportation message a recom-
mendation for a user tax of 2 cants a gallon
on all fuel used by inland waterways car-
riers; and

Whereas this proposal contains dangers
readily recognized by all who are familiar
with waterways transportation: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, by the McNary Pool Ports Asso-
ciation and the port districis belonging
thereto, bolh individually and collectively,
That this association is unaltersbly opposed
to the enactinent of any user charge propo-
sal on our inlahd waterways. and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
forwarded to the Northwest congressional
delegation and other appropriate Govern-
ment agencies.

RESOLUTION BY FRATERNAL
ORDER OF EAGLES

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Presicent, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD a resolution from the Fra-
ternal Order of Eagles, Porfland Aerie
No. 4, Portland, Oreg. received from
Chester E. Capon.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

‘Whereas many areas of the world are con-
fronted with the threat of domination by
those whose policies are repugnant to the
principles long cherished by & democratic
society; and: 3

Whereas it is vital that means of com-
munication be established throughout the
ifree world whereby all people would be better
informed and educated and thui be given an
opportunity ‘not only to guid2 thelr own
destiny, but be better able to cope with the
moral, religious, economic and political prob-
lems of an éver changing universe; and

Whereas the United States of America has
an abundande of technical equipment such
as television: recelvers, televisicm signal re-
peaters and: electrleal generators, some of
which it is believed should be made imme-
diately available without charge to any coun-
try desiring the same for the purpose of the
digssemination of information a:d education
consistent with the precepts of a democratic
society; and

Whereas the Fraternal Order of Eagles
subscribes t0 the democratic principles of
truth, justice, liberty and equality and seeks
every opportunity to promote those programs
and to adopt those principles designed for
the social beétterment of maean: Now, there-
fore,” be it - :

Resolved, That the Fraternal Order of
Eagles, Portland Aerle No. 4, requests that
' the United States of America proceed with
all reasonable vigor to seek the sstablishment
of free educational televisionn within the
bourdaries of those countries desiring or
requesting the same for the purpose or pur-
poses indicated herein; and be it further
Resolved, That Presldent J. F. Kennedy,
Senators Wayne L, Morse and M. B. Neuber-
ger, nnd Representative Edith Green, be for-
warded a copy of this resolution; and be
it further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
forwurded to the appropriate office of the
Grand Aerie, Fraternal Order of BEagles, with
a reguest that every other aerie within iis
jurisdiction support this resolution.
At est:
CHEeSTER B, CAPON,
Secretary.

CIA PROBLEMS

i Mr. MORSE. Mr. President. I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcORD an item from the Insider’s
Newsletter, dealing with some of our CIA
protlems, about which I shall speak at
some length next week.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Say CIA AGENTS IN CoNTACT WiTH DE
GavULLE'S Fors—TU.5. EMEASSY FROWNS ON
MrETINGS WIirH FOoRMER OAS LEADERS
New YoRK, February 18.--Agents of the

Unitad States, presumably of the Central In-

telligence Agency, have resumed contact with

former OAS leaders since President De

Gaulle's bid for French suprerascy in Europe,

the Insider's Newsletter reported today.

American Embassy officials in Paris are,
according to the Newsletter, disturbed over
U.8. agents’ meetings with the Georges
Bidault-Jacques Soustelle group which ad~
vocates
Gaulle, whom they say will eventually hand
France and Western Eurcpe to the Commu-
nists.

Dinlomats say the U.8. agents have met
the unti-De Gaullists frequently during the
pass month in Central Europe where the
former backers of the French underground
move around constantly with the ald of
forged passports.

The Embassy officlale deplore, the News-
letter says, what they call ancther example
of hamhandedness on the part of the clozk-~
and-dagger men who ‘“‘see politics purely in

—

terms of whora you can get to throw ocut

the guy you don't get along with.”

They emphasize that the lsst thing the
U.S. Government wants to do 18 to be shown
intriguing with people who have no backing
in France except from a mixed tag of fascists,
cash:ered army officers, and gunmen.

o,
i~

ADDRESS BY CLAERK E.
MOLLENHOFF

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, recenily
the Editorial Association of the State of
Oregont made a very wise decision. Itin-
vited one of our most able correspond-
ents, Clark Mollenhoff, to go to Oregon
and address the national convention of
the Editorial Association. It is a me-
morial lecturs that is given each year
known as the Eric W. Allen memorial
lecture.

Erie Allen was for many years the dis-
tinguished dean of the Oregon School
of Journalism. I need not tell the Sen-
ate that any lecture given by Mr. Mollen-

a pro-Atlantic alternative to De .

February 28

hoff deserves reading and deserves heing
made of historical record.

I therefore ask unanimous conseht
that Mr, Mollenhof’s lecture of Febru-
ary 15, 1963, be printed in the Recorp.

There being no cbjection, the lecture
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows: .

Eri¢ W. ALLEN MEMORIAL LECTURE
(By Clark R. Mollenhoff, Washington bureau,
Cowles Publications, February 15, 1963)

Much has changed in the newspaper world

An the 50 years since Eric W. Allen founded

the Department of Journalismm at the Uni-
versity of Oregon. Reporters and editors
are better educated than in the period of even
&5 or 30 years ago. There has been a special-
ization on many of our larger newspapers
that is regarded by some observers as a
tremendous step in giving the public a better

. understanding of such fields as education,

science, and labor. Certainly, most local
newspaper staffs are better equipped today
{o report and analyze the activitles of local
and State government than they were in

.1912. Much credit for this progress belongs

0o men like Eric Allen.

However, there is real reason for asking
it the newspapers are keeping pace with the
national and internstional problems that
confront our society. These problems in-
volve both bigness and complexity. They
are best illustrated by a simple reference
to the tremendous increase in Federal re-
sponsibilities and Federal expenditures.

In 1912, Federal expenditures were less
than 81 billion—$689,8681,000 to be exact.
Recently, President Kennedy has proposed &
budget of $98.8 billion, ahd it could easily
soar over the $100 bililon mark. More than
$50 billlon of the Federal spending will be
for defense. This means it will be spent
Pehind a heavy curtain of military security
that will prevent the press and the public
from examining many of the decisions of
Defense Secretary Robert 8. McNamara.

There can be little doubt, we have reached
the point where it is Impossible for any
newspaper reporter, or any group of report-
ers, t0 engage in a coraprehensive analysis
of government spending. The size of the
gpending is staggering. The complexity of
the laws and regulations is overwhelming.
The powers assumed by the executive branch
are almost unbounded.

Yet, somehow, we must manage to ex-
amine and criticize this mammoth Federal
Government if we are 16 carry out our as-
signment in the American democracy.
Somehow, we must find the means to expose
corruption or favoritism even if it involves
areas where the Defcnse Department may
seek to use false clairas of military security
for a shield. Somehow, we must oppose the
arbitrary and arrogant use of authority
within the huge bureaucratic agencies.
Somehow, we must keep all channels of in-
formation open unless the real military se-
curity of our Nation is at stake. And even
in those areas where genuine military se-
curity can be claimed, we must assure our-
selves that the Congress has provided an
effective check on the use of arbifrary power
by the executive branch,

Bound up in these press responsibilities is
the most vital issue of our time: Can the
VUnited States fight effectively in the long-
range cold war, and also continue to func-
tion as a real democracy?

The newspapers of the United States musi
carry a heavy responsibility, if not the major
responsibility, in the determination of how
that question will be answered in the nek:
10 to 20 years ahead of us. Newspaper edi
tors and reporters must be able to under
stand the problem of obtaining informatio:
from Government. They must know all th
avenues for obtaining information, and mus
recognize when those avenues are bein
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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 88tb CONGRESS, FIRST {ESSION

No. 33

House of Representatz’ves

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

Ephesians 3: 18: That He would grant
you to be strengthenéd with might by
His spirit in the inner man.

Almighty God, during this Lenten sea-
gon may we become richer in the cul-
ture of our souls and stronger in gain-
ing the mastery over every insurgent im-
pulse, every inordinate desire, and every
self-indulgent habit. .

May we daily cultivate a more inti-
mate and radiant fellowship with the
spirit of the lowly Man of Galilee who
went about doing good and who called
upon His followers to share their
strength with the weak, their sympathy
with the sorrowing, their substance with
the poor, and to give their hearts to God.

Inspire us to live among our fellow
men as messengers of helpfulness whose
minds and hearts are impervious to the
spirit of self-seeking and self-glory but
who are defining and Interpreting life
in terms of its usefulness and its value
in contributing to the building of Thy
kingdom and the blessedness of all man-
kind. -

In Christ’s name we offer our prayer.
Amen,

——

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of
Thursday, February 28, 1963, was read
and approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were com-
municated to the House by Mr. Ratch-
ford, one of his secretaries.

ANNOUNCEMENT

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 6, of February 27, 1963, on
House Joint Resolution 249, I am
recorded as being absent. Had I been
present I would have voted “yea.”

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL WEDNESDAY

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House

adjourns today it adiourn to meet on
Wednesday next.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection.

THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF LABOR
DEPARTMENT

(Mr. PELLY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) i

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to note that it was just 50 years ago that
President Taft sigmed into law the bill
creating a new Department of Labor.

Thereby the concern of America for its
working men and women was evidenced
and in the ensuing years of expanding
industrialization the wisdom of having
the Government interest itself in workers
and working conditions has been fully
demonstrated.

Under free labor and a free system of
enterprise, and under also our great
Constitution and Bill of Rights, this Na-
tion has been producing 35 percent of
the world’s goods through the organized
efiort of only 6 percent of the world’s
population.

This achievement has been possible
because of our system of economic free-
dom and the wage and profit incentives
under it during the past half eentury.

I want to express my appreciation of
the Department of Labor and extend this
tribute to the werkers of America who
look to this Department to oversee their
interests and basic rights.

sgpmeTTees

DISARMAMENT AGENCY DEPUTY'S
STATEMENT IS5 BLUEPRINT FOR
SELF-MUTILATION

(Mr. HOSMER asked and was given
permission to addrezss the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HOSMER. WMr. Speaker, Adrian S.
Fisher, Dcputy Administrator of the
U.8. Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency, speaks for himself, William G.
Foster, the Agency’s Administrator, and
for the President. His statement today
on the administration’s test ban position

in asnswer to Senator Tcap’s recent
speech is shocking ard tra-ic.

Mr. Fisher has af last rcovealed the
Kennedy administrasion’s hiueprint for
an American strate:y of g¢radual nu-
clear self-mutilation.

Fisher’s claim that “the :-ategic mili-
tary balance between the U.iited States
and the U.S.S.R. could nc: Le altered in
any major way” by clan ie:tine Soviet
test cheating flies in she fa:e of repeated
statements to the contri:y by several
U.S. experts in the actual aaking of nu-
clear weapons.

More than that, hcweve . ;. completely
undercuts any reasoa for JS. demands
for an adequate cortrol .. tem in any
test ban treaty. Why sh- 1'd such ma-
chinery to detect and ver: 'y cheating be
jincluded in a treaty if th- «ontention is
correct that no significant :s ogress could
be made while the Soviet. ‘est elandes-
tinely and we test not at ait? The ad-
ministration’s position, t .2 efore, must
now be that detection #mwi inspection
machinery need no longr be insisted
upon.

Fisher’s words must be . sreat aid and
comfort to the Kremlin, They signal it
to sit tight while the Am: rizans cave in
on the test ban talks He .= ratified the
long-suspected fact that ! n-gaining and
negotiation have be:n re;izced by kow-
tow and concession on i ¢ U.S. side of
the Geneva conference te:sle.

I intend to issue a ser: s of point-by-
point exposures of the fa’zlly dangerous
Foster-Fisher fallacies. These gentle-
men try to make sorae ki: d of meaning-
ful distinction beiween :urrender to
Communist objectiv:s on 1. installment
plan and outright rolingvisiiment of the
world to Communisi dom:nution. There
is no such distinction an i [ do not be-
lieve the American peop ¢ can be sold
the bill of goods th:t thore is.

Also I am pressing my —wcuest that the
Joint, Committee on Atom-ic Energy hold
exhaustive hearings on r n:ilechnical as
well as technical factors nvolved in the
test ban.

CORRECTION OF Ti‘FE RECORD

Mr. RYAN of New Yor!' . Mr, Speaker,
on February 21, I acdress -1 the House on
the subject of my Joint Z2solution 254
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to designate the week of May 20 to 26, THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE

1963, as National Actors’ Jiquity Week.
In these remarks, on page 2542, I said, in
referring to Actors’ Equity Association,
that “Today its membership claims ap-
proximately 13,000 professional actors.”
However, in the Recorp this read “1,300
professional actors.”

Mr. Speaker, I ask unaniinous consent
that the permanent ReEcorp be corrected
to show the true figure of 1.3,000.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the gentleman from New York. .

There was no objection.

RESUMPTION OF PUBLICATION OF
NEW YORK POBT

(Mr. RYAN of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for' 1 minute and ta revise and
extend his'remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of New York. Mr. Speaker,
last Thursday I pointed out in the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD that in the city of
New York there were sever. newspapers
which were not publishing; that of that

number, three had voluntarily ceased

publication in accordance with a pub-
lishers’ agreement and were not under
strike. I am delighted to yeport to the
House that the publisher of the New York
Post, Mrs. Dorothy Schiff, annpunced
that she would start today to publish. the
New York Post again. I commend her
and believe that this should help to re-
solve the present labor dispute.

JOINT WATCHDOG COMMITTEE TO\

- OVERSEE CIA

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ROGERS of |©Florida. Mr.
Speaker, the CIA is fast bacoming the
subject of many questions asked in the
Congress and in this Naticn. The in-
tense interest of the American public in
following the handling of the Cuban sit-
uation has claimed close attention to the
details surrounding U.S. actions in Cuba.
The questigns are becoming :more precise
in nature : every day. However, such

hould be abgve par&san

h t_valid guestioning of the
ClA_2nd other intelligence operations
. rnment is in order.
The major area of concern lies in de-~
terminating just how far the CIA may
{have strayed from the intent of Con-
gress; what powers and authority has the
CIA acquired or not fulfilled since it was

‘originally established by act of Congress .

in 1947?

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge the
establishment of a joint watchdog com-
mittee composed of members of both po-

‘ wh
Howard Taft, played such a leading roll.

ESTABLISHMENT OF THE DE-
PARTMENT OF LABOR

(Mr. McCLORY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
rerarks.)

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, in con-
nection with the recognition of the 50th
anniversary of the establishment of the
Department of Labor in the executive
department, I have noted an unfortu-
nate failure to recognize the significance
of the part played by the late William
Howard Taft, 27th President of the
United States, who on March 4, 1913, at
the very close of his term as President
signed the bill establishing the Depart-
ment of Labor.

It was during the administration of
William Howard Taft that important
progress was made by the American Fed-
eration of Labor, which had more than
1,500,000 members in 1910 and which
was composed largely of trade unionists
who supported Taft and who resisted
with him efforts to wreck the union
movement threatened by the expansion
of the radical International Workers of
the World.

Fresident Taft’s role is frequently mis-
interpreted and often deliberately dis-
torted. During his administration there
was greater progress in the elimination
of rnonopoly and restraints of trade than
during any prior administration. He
proposed and Congress passed the Mann-
Elkins Act of 1910 enlarging the powers
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
established postal savings banks and the
barcel post svstem, and authorized a Na-
tionial Health Bureau and Iederal Chil-
dren’'s Bureau. By Executive order he
extended the merit system in the Postal
Department and in the consular and
diplomatic services.

Cn this day when the 50th anniversary
of the establishment of the Department
of Labor is being celebrated, full recog-
nition should be given to the man whose
pen converted this dream into the per-
manent fabric of our Nation.

I am pleased to join with my esteemed
colleague from Ohio, Congressman
ROEERT A. TAFT, Jr., in this timely recog-
nition of ‘the establishment of the De-
partment of Labor, in connection with

ich his grandfather, the late William,

- —

MEDICAL CARRK

(Mr. MATHIAS asked and was given
perraission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. MATHIAS. Mr. Speaker, last
Thursday I introduced a bill which would

litical parties, from both the: House and remove medical care beneficiaries from
the Senate, to oversee the activities of the welfare rolls of the individual States,
the CIA as well as the other intelligence H.R.4388.
operations of the Government. I urge Among the recent messsges from the
the Members of both the House and the White House to the Congress has been
Senate to join in the effort to establish the President's message with regard to
this joint watchdog committee for the medical care. This raises again the en-
security of bur Nation. tire question of medical care which ean
IMr. TAFT addressed the House. His be provided in this country for all of our
remarks will appear herea’ter in the citizons regardless of their age or their
Appendix.] . financial condition. There are not many
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Americans who would contest the prin-
ciple that we should all have available
the kind of medical care which our doc-
tors and our scientists have made possi-
ble. There is still, however, a consider-
able dispute as to the means by which
this care should be provided particularly
to those segments of the population who
by reason of age and financial inability
have difficulty in getting the kind of
hospital treatment and the kind of med-
ical treatment that they need.

Much hsas been done in this field
already, and it is interesting to examine
where we now stand with regard to med-
ical care programs. We should also look
into some of the suggestions of things
that can be done to improve our current
legislation on this subject. A program
for medical assistance for the aged has
been in operation in Maryland since
June 1, 1961. This was made-possible by
the so-called Kerr-Mills bill which was
passed by the 86th Congress and signed
into law by President Eisenhower in 1960.

Like the other assistance programs in
the State, the medical assistance for the
aged program is under the supervision
of the State department of public wel-
fare and is administered by the county
department of public welfare in 23
counties and by the Baltimore City De-
partment of Public Welfare. The de-
partment of public welfare is responsible
for certification of eligibility for this aid
and reinvestigation and recertification
are made anhnually if warranted by
changes in the recipient’s circumstances.
Identifying the need for and arranging
medical care, however, are the responsi-
bility of the State department of health
in accordance with the contract between
the department of welfare and the de-
partment of health.

Under this program, in fiscal year 1962,
10,881 applications for medical aid were
approved within the State of Maryland.
In the first 6 months of fiscal year 1963—
that is, from July 1 of 1962 through
December 31 of that year-—there were
4,417 applications approved. Thus, you
will see there is a considerable accept-
ance of medical aid under this program
which has the substantial approval of
the medical profession and of the public
officials of the State of Maryland. There
are, however, improvements that could
be made. One of the objections to the
Kerr-Mills plan as it is now administered
is that applicants must apply to the State
welfare department. Many people feel
that there is a certain stigma to making
applications for welfare aid. This objec~
tion has some basis in fact because those
who receive medical aid through the wel-
fare department may not otherwise be
needful of welfare assistance.

I have, therefore, introduced into the
House of Representatives H.R. 4388, a bill
which will change the Kerr-Mills law
permitting individual States to select
the agency to be responsible for medical
assistance for the aged. This will be to
every State’s advantage and I believe
that it will simplify efforts to provide
comprehensive and continuous care to all
of our citizens who need it. Through
changes such as this, the Kerr-Mills
medical program can be improved fto
meet the demands of the American peo-
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Outstanding experts on Federal fiscal
problems will be invited to give the com-
mittee the benefit of their views and
recommendations. Members of the Sen-
ate or the House of Representatives and
others who may desire to be heard, or
who wish to submit statements, relative
to the proposed legislation should con-
tact Mr. Walter L. Reynolds, the chief
clerk of the committee, room 3304, New
Senate Office Building.

NOTICE OF HEARINGS BY COMMIT-
TEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FOR-
ESTRY ON DAIRY LEGISLATION—
STATEMENT BY SENATOR ELLEN-
DER ON HIS RECENT TRIP TO
AFRICA

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I
should like to make two announcements.
The first is that on March 18 the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry will
begin hearings on all proposed dairy
legislation before it.

The second announcement I wish to
make is that on next Thursday I will
present to the Senate my report on my
recent tour of Africa.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-
CLES, ETC., PRINTED IN THE
APPENDIX

On request, and by unanimous con-
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc.,
were ordered to be printed in the Ap-
pendix, as follows: :

By Mr. RANDOLPH:

Statement on the 50th anniversary of the
U.S. Department of Labor.

' " By Mr. MAGNUSON:

Statement by Peter L. Dye, national com-
mander, Disabled American Veterans, to the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs, House of
Representatives, on February 7, 1963.

News article entitled “Jackson Urged Po-
laris Plan 6 Years Ago,” written by Malshall
McNell and published in the Washington
Daily News of June 30, 1962,

Article entitled “Washington State—Amer~
ica’s Scenic Storeroom,” written by Byron
Fish and published in the Reader’s Digest
for March 1963, together with a statement
relating thereto, ’

. By Mr. KEFAUVER:

Editorial on proposed U.S. citizenship for
Winston Churchill, published in the Danville
(Pa.) News of January 19, 1963, and the
Washington Star of March 4, 1963.

By Mr. DODD:

Article written by Ross B. Baxter, execu-
tive director, Milford (Conn.) Chamber of
Commerce, analyzing the past development
and present needs of the city of Milford,
Conr,

By Mr. ROBERTSON:

Article entitled “The School Prayer De-
cision: Where Is It Taking Us?” published
. in the Washington Star of March 3, 1263.

By Mr. FULBRIGEIT:

Article entitled “How W.N. Conference At-
tacked World Poverty,” written by Sol M.
Linowitz and published in the Rochester
Times-Union of February 23, relating to the
recent conference on the application of sci-
enceé and technology for the benefit of the
less developed areas held in Geneva, Switzer-

land.

' By Mr, METCALF:

Article entitled “Stream Shift Injurious
to PFishing,” published in the December 12,
1962, issue of the Great Falls (Mont.)
Tribune,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

By Mr. BYRD of Virginia:

Article entitled “Two Perils for the Tax
Program,” written by William S, White and
published in the Evening Star on February
27, 1963.

By Mr. THURMOND:

Article entltled *‘Should I Compete for a
West Polnt Nomination?” written by Mal.
Gen. W. C. Westmoreland and published in
the March 1963 issue of Army Infgrmation
Digest.

Article entitled “Ruling Underlines Need
for Curbs,” written by David Lawrence and
published in the Greenville (S.C.) News of
March 3, 1963, relating to plcketing and
other demonstrations against segregation.

By Mr. TALMADGE:

Announcement of 1963 American Success

Story Award to Mrs. Mae Bonnell Sauls.
By Mr. HARTKE:

Commentary by Gunter Marquard, a Ger-
man political journalist, on the incident of
August 18, 1962, when an 18-year-old East

. Berlin construction worker was shot and left

to bleed to death near the Berlin Wall,

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR BYRD OF
VIRGINIA

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, 30
years ago a new President of the United
States, Franklin D. Roosevelt, came In-
to office. He was one of the great Presi-
dents of our time. His confributions
have been many. and the marks he left
are visible even to-this day.

Fifty years ago the Department of
Labor came into being, under the aus-
pices of a Republican President; and
I am glad to note that anniversary today,
and to commend the Department of
Labor for its many fine activities through
the years. L

Thirty years ago, the Nation was in
the midst of the great depression. It
was the year in which a new President
came into the White House and, with
great determination and courage and
with imagination and boldness in public
policies, restored to the people of the
United States hope in their system and in
their future. One of his supporters in
the election campaign which led to his
election was a public-spirited Virginian,

In the same period, the same Virginian
came into the Senate. From the out-
set, he was a man of independent views;
but he understood the problems con-
fronting the President and the Nation,
and he did his part in seeing to it that
those problems were faced in the Sen-
ate, and that appropriate remedies were
devised.

Through the years, Mr. President,
through the administrations of Presi-
dent Roosevelt, President Truman, and
President Eisenhower, and into that of
President Kenncdy, the same Senator
has continued tc serve his State and the
Nation. Sometimes he has agreed with
Presidents, and sometimes he has not;

- but he has never failed to face the issues

frankly, and to see to it, insofar as it
lay within his power to do so, that the
Senate faced them. That has been his
hallmark.

It was 30 years ago to the day that
Harry BYrp came to the Senate. He has
seen this country grow under policies
which he has espoused and also under
policies with which he disagreed. He has
not won all the battles, nor has he lost
them all. But, eilher way, the Nation

"The Senhator from Virgin :

- and sometimes

March 4

has gained becausc tho . battles were
fought.

Nor are the battles over iir. President.

iits as chair-
man of the Finance C-rmmittee at a
moment when greai and -«mplex social
and economic issues, int “lving finance,
are once again in the f .~front of the
Nation’s concern. [ do - 9: look to the
Senator from Virginia to apree with the
President or to disagree -I: every issue.
I look to the Senator fin: Virginia to
bring to these issues his wn, individual
wisdom; and I look to !:in: to see to it
that these issues are fac:-d by the Sen-
ate as & whole. Finally, ook to him—
once the decisions are me “¢ by the whole
Senate—to submer:;te hi: cwn views, to
close ranks—whatever t: = outcome—as
the great Americar, that Fe is and has
always been.

So, Mr. Presiden$, I ¢ -azratulate the
Senator from Virginia on his 30th
anniversary in the Sens . I wish him

- many more battles and nany more years

of service in the Senz .2
Nation.

and to the

ASIA’S FRONTIERS 'F FREEDOM

Mr. MANSFIELI*. M: +tresident, re-
cently there has appes-21 in the St.
Louis Post-Dispatch, t! 2 Washington
Star, and other newspai =rs, a series of
articles entitled “Asia’ Frontiers of
Freedom.” ‘The articl ;, written by
Richard Dudman, are w.ed upon his
journey of observaiion i . ‘he southeast
Asian region. These ar:icies constitute
a job of first-rate wnd ¢: reful reporting
on this region, in whicl. we are deeply
involved and about whic™: we are inade-
quately informed. I + rymend these
articles to the attentior of the Senate.
They. are worth resding :rd studying in
connection with our legiative responsi-
bilities. I ask unanimec s consent that
the articles be printed :~ this point in
the RECORD.

There being no «bjeet:m, the articles
were ordered to be printe ® in the REcorp,
as follows:

[From the St. Louis F :9 -Dispatch,
Feb. 3, 196.;

AsIa’sS FRONTIERS OF FREEL :m —-U.S. PoLICY:
Prusses, MINUSES, AND - ESTIONS—HARD
GOING FOR YEARS8 INDIC: #:: IN FrcHT To
RoLL BACK RED CH (NESE

- (By Richard Du tnan)
(First of a ser =)

American policy along t :e rim of China
can best be characterizei as e holding
operation.

It is really not a single
lection of different pwolicie:

It supports the nationa’ l:aders—mainly
dictators—who say they ir: for us and
against communism. It o netimes helps
ignores e leaders—also
malinly dictators—wlio cal' z':emselves neu-
trals. It frowns on 1 thir {roup of dicta-
tors, those who side with e Communists.

It guarantees the territo: v »f Chiang Kal«
shek, joins with China and :te Soviet Union
to support a neutral coa!'isn government
in Laos but hesltates to zive similar as-
surances when Cambodis :equests them.
Is spurns altogether .. requ: 5t for diplomatic
relations with Outer Mon: ~1*a.

The best that officials ir. ¥ashington can
do to give coherencc to 1.2 varying and
sometimes contradiciory }-:l:cies is to say

«viey, but a col-
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Resolved, That there shall be printed as a
Senate document compilation of materials
entitled “Summer Employmen: by College
Students in the Federal Governnent—1961,
prepared by ‘the Legislative Relerence Serv-
ice, Library of Congress; and there shall be
printed six thousand two hundred additional
copies of such Senate documen; for the use
of the Membhérs of the Senate.

»

[Mr. Javirs] be added as a cosponsor of
S. 711, a bill to amend the Arms Con-~
trol Act. A

‘The VICE PRESIDENT., Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered. ‘

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF FOREIGN
AFFAIRS ACT OF 1963—ADDI-
TIONAL COSPONSORS OF BILL

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that at the next
printing of the bill (S. 865) to provide for
the establishment of the National
Acacdlemy of Foreign Affairs, and for
other purposes the names of the senjor
Senstor from Oklahoma [Mr. Mon-
RONEY], the senior Senator from Hawaii,
[Mr. Foncl, the junior Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Hartl, and the junior
Senstor from New Hampshire [Mr.
MclInTyYRE] be added as cosponsors.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AUTHORITY TO SIGN JENROLLED
JOINT RESOLUTION DURING AD-
JOURNMENT

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Vice
President~qr the President rro tempore
be authoriz to sign, duriag the ad-
ipz today’s session, the
on (H.[. Res. 284)

making supplemental
the Department of Agri
fiscal year ending June 30, 1
other purposes.

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Withou -
jection, it is so ordered.

-~~~ JOINT COMMITTEE ON CENTRAL
REQUIREMENT FOR CER'TAIN NEW H:TELLIG ENCE—ADDITIONAL CO-
PACKAGES OF IMPORTED ARTI- SPONSORS OF CONCURRENT
CLES TO BE MARKED SHOWING I_{Zu LU Qy
COUNTRY OF ORIGIN—AMEND- Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. President, on
MENT behalf of the Senator from Florida [Mr.

Mr. JORDAN of Idaho. Mr. Presi- Swmaruers]l, I ask unanimous consent
dent, last Thursday T introduced four that upon the next printing of Senate
measures to offer some relef for the Concurrent Resolution 23, introduced
American lumber industry in its fisht by me on February 25, providing.'for the
against inereased Canadian imports establishment of a Joint Committee on
of softwood lumber into the United Central Intelligence, that the names of
States. One of the bills I introduced iffmbgrge Egggaﬂgcoaggmg;:’mm& of
at that time, 8, 957, would amend ska, S 5. .
the Tariff Act of 1930 to require the _ The VICE PRESIDENT. Without
marking of lumber and viood prod- ©Obiection, it is so ordered.
ucts to indicate the country ¢f origin. I
later found out that on the same day,
February 28, a House-passect bill, HR.
2513, was referred to the Senate Finance
Committee. H.R. 2513 would amend the
Tariff Act of 1930 to require certain new
packages of imported articles to be
marked to indicate the country of origin.

In keeping with my statement that I
will continue to work for relief of the
American lumber industry, I today sub-
mit an amendment to the Hcuse-passed
bill, H.R. 2513. This amendnient would
require that lumber and wood products
be included under the bill as items to be
marked with the country of origin.

I am also sending a lettér tc the chair-
man of the Senate Finance Committee,
the distinguished senior Senator from
Virginia [Mr. Byro]l to the eifect that I
would like t¢ have this amenciment con-
sidered by his committee when H.R. 2513
is up for consideration.

I hope, in this way, to expedite the
handling of one aspect of legislative re-
lief for the American lumber industry.

The VICE'PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be received, printed, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS OF BILLS
AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

Urder authority of the orders of the
Senate of February 20, 1963, the follow~
ing names have been added as additional
cosponsors for the following bills and
concurrent resolution:

8. 861. A bil: to provide for the general
welfare by assisting the States, through a
program of grants-in-aid, to establish and
operate special hospital facilities for the
treatment and cure of narcotic. addicts: Mr.
Lowg of Missourl and Mr. Winriams of New
Jersey.

S. §62. A bill to provide that, for purposes
of certain studies, investigations, and demon-
strations authorized with respect to mental
illness under the Public Health Service Act,
addicsion to narcotics be considered as a
mental illness: Mr. Lowe of Missourl and
Mr. Wirriams of New Jersey.

S. 863. A bill to amend chapter 402 of title
18, United States Code, to make the Federal
Youth Correcticns Act applicable to certain
persons who violate the Federal narcotics
statutes: Mr. Long of Missouri.

S. 864. A blll {0 enable the courts more ef-
fectlvely to deal with the problem of nar-
cotic addition: Mr. WinLiams of New Jersey.

S. Con. Res. 21. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the dctermination of the United
States with respect to the matter of general
disarmament ard arms control: Mr. BraLwL,
Mr. BeNNETT, Mr. DoMINIcE, Mr. FoNGg, Mr.
GOLDWATER, Mr. HRUSKA, Mr, JorbaN of
Idaho, Mr. LavscHE, Mr., McCLELLAN, Mz,
MecH:M, Mr. METCALF, Mr. MUNDT, Mr. RaN-
POLPH, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. Scorr, Mr. SiMp-
SO0N, Mr. THURMOND, Mr. Tow:ir, and Mr.
Yovune of North Dakota.

AMENDMENT OF ARMS ‘CONTROL
ACT—ADDITIONAL COSPONSOR
OF BILL :
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I

ask unanimous consent that the name

of the senior Senator from New York

,
3

) 3265

NOTICE OF MEETINGOF JOINT
COMMITTEE ON DEFENSE PRO-
DUCTION

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President,
section 712 of the Defense Production
Act of 1950, as amended, provides that
the Joint Committee on Defense Pro-
cdluction shall be composed of 10 mem-
bers, 5 of them members of the Senate

Jommittee on Banking and Currency,
snd 5 of thern members of the House
Committee on Banking and Currency.
The law provides that these five mem-
bers from each of the committees are
to be appointed by the chairman of the
respective committee, three from the ma-
jority and two from the minority party.

During the last session of Congress the
Senate members of the Joint Cominittee
ocn Defense ‘Production were Senators
Siparkman, Douglas, Capehart, Bennett,
and myself,

Benators SpARKMAN, DOUGLAS, BENNETT,
and I wish to continue as members. In
addition, in accordance with section 712
of the Defense Production Act of 1850, as
amended, I have appointed Senator
Tower as a member of the Joint Com-
mittee on Defense Production.

A meeting of the Joint Committee on
Defense Production has been called for
10:30 a.m., Thursday, March 7, for the
purpose of electing officers and adopting
rules for this Congress. The meeting
will be held in room S-126 of the Capitol.

NOTICE OF HEARING ON THE CON-
STITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF THE
AMERICAN INDIAN

Mr, ERVIN. Mr. President, as chair-
man of the Senate Judiciary Subcom-
mittee on Constitutional Rights, I wish
to announce a forthcoming hearing on
the constitutional rights of the Ameri-
can Indian. The hearing is scheduled
to begin at 10 a.m. on March 7, in rootn
457 of the Senate Office Building.

The subcommittee has been conduct-
ing a nationwide investigation on Indian
rights since 1961. I} appears from the
hearings and investigations held in seven *
States and the District of, Columbia that
congressional clarification is needed to
guarantee more fully Indian citizens
their rights. Since a large number of
tribal delegations will be in Washington
during the week of March 4 to 8, the
subcommittee feels it appropriate to
schedule a hearing to receive the views
of the tribal representatives, not here-
tofore represented in our study, who wish
to be heard.

NOTICE OF HEARINGS ON 8. 537, TO
CREATE A JOINT COMMITTEE ON
THE BUDGET, BY COMMITTEE ON
GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, the
Committee on Government Operations
will hold hearings on the bill, S. 537, pro-
posing the creation of a Joint Committee
on the Budget on March 19 and 20, 1963.
This bill was introduced in the Senate
on January 25, under the sponsorship of
7?7 Senators. Full details relative to its
purpose and objectives are set forth in
the ConcrEsSIONAL RicoRrD at pages 1036
through 1042,
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House of Representatzves
The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. §.138. An act o redssignate the Big Hole sion. This 88th Congrss & 11 perform

The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

Galatians 2: 20: The life which I now
live, I live by the faith of the Son of
God, who loved me, and gave himself
for me. .

O Thou God of all grace and goodness,
may we contemplate the meaning of this
Holy Week with a humble spirit and a
contrite heart.

Grant that we may daily have within
our souls the glorious feeling that by
commemorating and observing the Lent-
en service we have been spirtually en-
riched.

‘We rejoice that by the crfoss and resur-
rection of our Lord, Thou hast sealed
-and certified unto us the truth of Thy
eternal love for all mankind.

On Easter Sunday may we share in
the resurrection of the risen Christ by
rising with Him in newness of life to
build that blessed highway which hu-
manity shall walk together in His spirit
of love. .

In His name we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of yes~
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by’ Mr.
McGown, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.4423. An act permitting the Secre-
tary of the Interior to continue to deliver
water to lands In the third division, Riverton
reclamation project, Wyoming.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the
House s requested:
~ B.4. An act to establish a National Wil-
derness Preservation System for the perma-
nent good of the whole people, and for other
purposes;

8. 18. An act to change the name of Har-
pers Ferry National Monument tc Harpers
Ferry Natlonal Historical Park;

Battlefleld National MoRument, to revise
the boundaries therecf, and for other pur-
poses; and

S.032. An act relating to age limits in
connection with appointments to the U.S.
Park Police.

SILENT SPRING

Mr. CONTE. Mr.. Speaker, I am in-
troducing legislation today that is of the
utmost importance. 1t is also timely in
that this legislation, immediately en-
acted, will help stem the time of an-
other “silent spring.” My distinguished
colleague the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. DINGELL] and others have already
called attention to the great problems
that confront us through the continued
and unwise use of chemical pesticides.
Many of my distinguished colleagues
have warned about this in the past, and
many of us in this House have been con-
cerned with this problem for a long time.
We were happy when Miss Rachel Carson
received a national audience with her
bestselling book, “Silent Spring,” which
warned of the uncontrolled use of chemi-
cgl pesticides and said that synthetic
chemicals could upset the balance of
nature and endanizer man’s existence.

This legislation. in the form of two
bills, will help to insure the maintenance
of the critical balance between the life-
giving products and the life-destroying
byproducts caused by the misuse of in-
secticides.

In regards to the first bill, I think that
it is essential that before any Federal
Government program involving the use
of pesticides or other chemicals designed
for mass biological controls there should
be advance consulsation with the Fish
and Wildlife Service and with State wild-
life agencies. This is the Chemical Pesti-
cides Coordination Act, and would be a
vastly important improvement over pres-
ent standards.

The other bill would amend the act of
August 1, 1858, in order to prevent or
minimize injury to fish and wildlife from
the use of insecticides, herbicides, fungli-
cides, and pesticides.

I would seriously hope that these bills
be examined by thi§ Congress in this ses-

a great service to the Natio : =wy quickly
and sensibly putting these ¢ :c:ilent and
necessary bills in the for: of public
laws.

Thank you.

amm— B
} DISTURBING NEW EVIDE ~{ K ON CIA

(Mr. ROGERS of Florid wked and
was glven permission to ex sad his re-
marks at this point in the 7 g Z0RD.)

Mr. ROGERS of ierida. Mr.
Speaker, additional rersons 1 y CIA was
unable to produce photogrzi:hs of the
Russian military builiup Cuba last
autumn were revealed by & > etary Mc-
Namara and Pentagon intel :¢~nce chiefs
in testimony released by t: - =ouse De-
fense Appropriations :Subcc 1 nittee.

According to testimony, ¢ .. had been
photographing the wrong ¢nd of the
island—the eastern er:d—a: } ite reliable
intelligence reports that th: L uildup was
at the western end.

Earlier, poor weather co: .J.tions were
blamed for CIA failwres. .:owever, as I
stated on February o8, w: -ther condi-
tions under which CIA had < »:rated were
generally as cloudy and dii =t as those
which the Air Fore: enc -uatered the
morning of October 14 v ':wn its first
fiight obtained conciusive whotographs
of Soviet offensive sti=engtt. i:: Cuba.

Mr. Speaker, this distur’ : g new evi-
dence renews the v:lid o :¢stioning of
CTA which has been goim. ¢n for some
time now. It makes rlose, 231stant con-

gressional review of this A: ~r ¢y through
a joint House-Senate watc »dog commit-
tee such as I have propo: ¢ even more
imperative.

CORRECTION OF TH @ RECORD

Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr : caker, Iask
unanimous consent to <¢orrect the
permanent RECORD of yesi iy, April 9,
on page 5707, in the midc - of the page
in the right-hand colum: . by deleting
the sentence “I would ki :telighted to

vote for this.”

The SPEAKER. Ts the: - jbjection to

the request of the ger:iman from
Michigan?
There was no objection
8771
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ELEANCR ROOSEVELT MEMORIAL
FOUNDATION, INC.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimdus consent to {ake from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H.R. 4715) to
incorporate the Eleanor Rposevelt Mem-
orial Foundation, Inc.,” with Senate
amendments thereto, and concur in the
Senate amendments. .

‘The Clerk read the titla of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows: .

Page 3, line 1, strike out “, Incorporated”.

Page 3, line 18, strike out “and”.

Page 3, line 18, after “h¢alth” insert *:
and the furtherance of intsrnational good
will”, :

Page 4, strike out lines 9 to 22, inclusive,
and Insert: } o

“(5) to.take by lease, gift, ipurchase, grant,
devise, or bequest from any: public body or
agency of any private corporation, asso-
ciation, partnership, firm, or indtvidual, and

- to hold absolutely or in trusi: for any of the
purposes of the corporation any property,
real, personal, or mixed, neessary or con-
venient for attaining the objects and carry-
ing into effect the purposes of the corpora-
tion, subject, however, to apiplicable provi-
sions of the law of any State (A) governing
the amount or kind of property which may
be held by, or (B) otherwige limiting or con-
trolling the ownership of property by, a cor-
poration gperating in such State;".

Page 10, line 11, strike out “Foundation,
Incorporated”,” and insert ‘Foundation”,”.

Amend the title so as to read: “An Act
to incorporate the Eleanor Ruoosevelt Memo-
rial Foundation.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from. New
York?

Mr. MATHIAS. Mr. Spaaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, would the dis-
tinguished chairman of {he Judiciary
Committee explain the nature of these
amendments and their effect upon the
bill as it has already passed”

Mr. CELLER. The amendments in
general are technical except one; namely,
adding to the purpose of the incorpo-
ration the expansion of international

good will,
Mr. Speaker, I received a letter from
Senator KEaTING, the distinguished

junior Senator from the Sitate of New
York, this morning. He is a member
of . the Subcommittee on Federal
Charters, Holidays, and Celebrations of
the Judiciary Committee. e said he in-
serted, or, rather, his commiittee inserted
that provision because he falt that Mrs,
Eleanor Roosevelt in her lifetime spent
a great deal of time in an endeavor to
establish international gocd will. He
8lso said’ that statemeni: was self-
explanatory. .

I would say that the purpose would be
to improve the image that Europeans
have of the American abroad. I think
that image was greatly distorted, and
one of the purposes of thiz, of course,
would be to improve that iriage. I will
say also that I do not think we need
have any fear on this score.

Mr. Speaker, in all probebility I will
be a member of the board of directors of
this organization. I do _rot think T
would breach any confidenceé. when I say
that. There is a provision in-the charter
to the effe¢t that we have the right to
make, alter, or amend the charter it-

Approved For Re%&ﬁ(?ﬁgg

self. We have the right of visitation anc
the right to examine programs and so
forth. If anything is done of an un-
toward nature under that clause with
reference to the spread of international
good will, I certainly would know about
it and report back to the committes and
we would have the right to alter, amend,
or change the Federal charter.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I do not think
there is anything about which to be con-
cerned by the addition of that language,
Mr.MATHIAS. Would the gentleman
say that the purpose and intent of this
amendment would be to permit acts of
international good will of a private,

eleemosynary rather than political
nature?
Mr. CELLER. Yes. As was exX-

plained before the gentleman’s sub-
committee this morning, some of the
moneys to be raised would be used for
scholarships abroad. In other words,
foreigners would come to this country,
and vice versa, again in the interest of
international good will

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr.
would the gentleman yield?

Mr. MATHIAS. I yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr. ROOSEVELT. May I just say in
furtherance of what the chairmean of
the Judiciary Committee has just said,
that to be very specific about it there is
now in - operation an international fel-
lowship program for cancer research
which would be supported by this
Foundation. It was thought that with-
out some language 8s proposed on the
Senate side, the support of that program
might not be justified. Further than
that, I have conferred with the mem-
bers of the committee and they assure me
that this, plus such other things as car-
rying on the interest that my mother
had in children throughout the world,
would be the type of thing and only this
type of thing which would be considered.

Mr. Speaker, may I simply add to what
the chairman of the full committee has
said. I am not so sure that I will always
be returned to Congress, but the chair-
man, of course, is assured of reelection,
nevertheless if I am there—and I hope
to be there—-I too would certainly resent
and T would come back to the House if
I were a Member of this group and ask
action on the part of the House to pre-
vent anything else in the construction
of that language.

Mr. MATHIAS. May I ask the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. RoOOSEVELT]
about the other amendment of the Sen-
ate? It affects or strikes out language
which the gentleman from California
himself suggested.

Mr. ROOSEVELT. If the gentleman
will yield further, my understanding is—
and I am subject to correction by the
lawyers-—that this was inserted by the
Senate because they did not want a ter-
miral date to become a precedent in Fed-
eral charters. However, in the Senate
report there is language which mercly
indicates that it is the understanding
that a one-time effort shall be made for
fundraising, and that no fundraising
shall continue after November 1, 1965,
which would be the anniversary of my
mother’s death.

Speaker,
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I would like to reiterate, and I hope
that it would be the understanding of
the distinguished gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. Marsias] and everybody in
this House, that they concur in the lan-
guage of the Senate report. I would also
ask the help of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. CELLER] to see to it that this
language was lived up to.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, further re-
serving the right to object, I would like
to ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
ForresTER] who handled this bill in the
Committee on the Judiciary—that is
true; is it not?

Mr. FORRESTER. That is correct;
yes, sir.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, Iet me ask
the gentleman if, when the bill was be-
fore the House under unanimous con-
sent, the bill having been rewritten by
his subcommittee of the Committee on
the Judiciary, there was any such lan-
guage as this in it when it passed the
House; and if it was not the understand-
ing that this bill would not be amended
to put in language of this kind?

Mr. FORRESTER, I will say this; it

‘was certainly the understanding that

there would be nothing added to this
legislation which would in anywise com-
plement the particular language which
was cut out by the subcommittee and the
full committee and brought to the floor
of the House.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, T will say
that this bill would not have gone
through the House by unanimous consent
if this language had been in it and oh-
Ject to the passage of it today.

Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman reserve his right to object
to permit me to say something?

Mr. GROSS. Yes.

Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, this
legislation was amended in the Sensate in
only three particulars, two of them being
virtually technical. One of them struck
out the provision which was inserted at
the instance of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. RooskeverT] which put a stop
date on solicitation of funds. 'The Sen-
ate saw fit to take that out. - The best
answer I can give to that is that it was
taken out on account of the fact that
they did not want to establish a prece-
dent. Very frankly, I did not see much
merit to that argument, but they did in-
corporate in their report on the other side
that they hoped that the solicitations
would cease sometime in the year 1965.
That is a part of the Senate report. So
far as that is concerned-I do not think
we have too much to worry on that.

The gentleman had some apprehension
and I knew he had some apprehension
concerning -the granting of any power
from the international standpoint that
would bear the impress or the implied
approval of the Congress of the United
States and thereby perhaps create some
embarrassing situation sometime or
other as to whether this was the act of
a private corporation or the act of the
Government or whether it was done with
the permission or with the implied con-
sent of the Government.

I might say here and now that in the
lhearing we had this morning it was
understood and is now understood by
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\ CONGRESS CAN KEEP A SECRET
(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
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Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Spesaker,
former CIA Director Allen Dulles told y
the Magazine Publishers Association last
Tuesday evening that he knew from
experlence that Congress could keep &
secret.

To prove his point, Mr. Dulles revealed
that he had told Congress about our U-2
flights some 5 years before one was
shot down over Russia in May 1860.

I certainly agree with Mr. Dulles, and
to prove my point I would like to cite the
Hoover Commission report which rec-
ommended the establishment of a joint
congressional watchdog committee to
[ e CIA. That report. trans-
mitted to the congress in 1955, showed
the similarity between such & watchdog
committee and the now existing Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy, which has
jurisdiction over our Nation's nuclear
secrets. 'To my knowledge, there has
never been an atomic secret which has
leaked from that commitiee into alien
hands.

We live in a free society. That is our
Nation’s strength. We are forced by
world circumstances to engage in the
clandestine affairs of international
espionage, and have made exceptions to
national principles where such efforts
are necessary. When Congress created
the Central Intelligence Agency in 1947,
it gfAMYEY THE UTE pPrvIIEk e txemption
from the serutiny of a free society. How-
ever, Congress was painfully neglectful
in not providing itself with a sufficient
channel for communication and liaison
with LA, stewardship.

And Congress knows that no Govern-
ment agency should be left alone to
police itself. Lack of congressional
supervision only permits Government
bureaus to follow an independent course
of action—in effect, to bypass the Con-
gress itself, leaving the American people
with a diluted voice in their own affairs.

The g;? is the only Government

bureau Not subject to routine control by
Congress. CIA activities should be given
careful an&*M®®hlar review. Secrecy can
be maintained in the Congress, and the
right of congressional review in sensi-
tive areas should not be guestioned.
. Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of a
| joint House-Senate watchdog committee
to give constant and needed review to the
intelligence activities of this Nation.
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mittee on House Administration, the
Committee on Ways and Means, and the

Committee on the Judiciar: which
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ters are completed we will have flnished
the business of the week and it will be
our hope that we may adjourn over un-
til Monday.

With reference to the inquiry of the
gentleman from Indiana, the distin-
guished minority leader, as to the pro-
gram for next week, Monday is Consent
Calendar day and there are seven sus-
pensions, as follows:

H.R. 199, deaf veterans, increase com-
Dbensation,

H.R. 211, increase compensation, par-
ents of children of deceased veterans.

H.R. 214, statutory award for aphonia.

H.R. 220, new ranodified life plan for
"NSLI policyholders.

H.R. 228, additional pay, directors and
chiefs of staffs, VA medical installations.

HR. 243, increased compensation for
certain service-connected disabled veter-
ans,

H.R. 248, paraplegic housing program.

On Tuesday the Private Calendar will
be called and we will take up the De-
partment of the Interior appropriation
bill for the fiscal year 1964.

The program for Wednesday is unde-
termined.

On Thursday we will take up the
Treasury, Post Office, and executive of-
fices appropriation bill for 1964.

This announcement, of course, is made

. with the usual reservation that confer-
ence reports may be brought up at any
time and that any further program will
be announced later.

Mr. HALLECK. I thank the gentle-
man.

SEMNATOR HERBERT H. LEHMAN’S
85TH BIRTHDAY

(Mr. RYAN of New York. asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extenid his remarks. )

Mr. RYAN of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I rise to congratulate one of the great
Americans of our times on his 85th birth-
day—Senator Herbert H. Lehman,

As Governor of New York, as U.S. Sen-
ator from New York, as Director-General
of the United Nations Relief and Rehab-
ilitation Administration, and most of all
as a beacon of American liberalism, Sen-
ator Lehman has made a substantial and
everlasting contribution to our democ-
racy.
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ideals of Eleanor Roosevelt, who because
of her great contribution to humanity
came to be known as the First Lady of
the World. Sirice Congress was not in
session at the time of her death last
November, I think it is fitting that we
pause fo pay our respects to the memory
of the beloved and revered Eleanor
Roosevelt.

i — I
CONGRESS MUST RENEW PUBLIC 1
CONFIDENCE IN CIA

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the entire scope of this Nation’s intelli-
gence operations have come under seri-
ous discussion in recent weeks, It is true
that a vital need exists for coordinating
the intelligence functions of the CIA,
State Department, and the Departiients
of the Army, Navy, and Air Force,
Clearly, this need has come forth in the
wake of each new phase of the current
Cuban crisis.

But as responsible Americans and
elected officials we must address our-
selves to the responsibilities inherent in
eitizenship in our Nation. The proper
arena for coordinating the daily classi-
fied actions of the CIA and other intel-
ligence agencies is Tiot on the floors of
the House and Senate, but within the
sanctity of a joint congressional wateh-
dog committee composed of Members of
both the House and Senate.

House Joint Resolution 211, which I
introduced, proposes such a commitiee,
as do the growing number of companion
bills being introduced almost daily by
Members of hoth the Eouse and Senate,
_ The establishment of this watchdog
committee would cure the ills which have
resulted from poorly coordinated intel-
ligence information, and serve a twofold
purpose: - :

First. It would allow Congress to give
regular serutiny and constant review to
our intelligence operations.

Second. It would reestablish public
confldence in our Nation’s intelligence
community.

Support for this committee is growing
as its need becomes more evident. The
reasoning for congressional check on in-
telligence operations is clearly put for-
ward in the very fine editorial in today’s
‘Washington Daily News.

This joint watchdoz commitiee was
recommended by the Hoover Commis-
sion, the bipartisan panel created by
Congress to study ways of bringing
greater efficiency to our Government. I
urge all these who have not yet done so
to join the movement now underway to
perfect our Nation's intelligence affairs.

WHISTLE UP THE WATCHDOG

Senator Kearine, of New York, was the
first to sound a warning about the Soviet
buildup in Cuba. He has been the most
persistent, and consistent, of those declalm-
ing on the way the Kennedy administration
has handled this hot cigar.

This week the Senator was at pains, In
remarks on the Senate floor, to say our in-
telligence services—anc specifically the
mysterlous Central Intellicence Agency—

have been “hard at work. producing accurate
information.”

According to him, there is no “intelligence
gap,” as some have alleged. The gap, the
Senator charged, iz »ot in the fact-gathering
but in what he called the failure of the
administration to pass the facts along to
the people.

Coming from Secnator KrATING, this ap-
plause for the CIlA—nbout which so few
know so little—is opmforting. And it helps
make the point that Congress should set
up a “watchdog” committee to Keep track

Its operations are secret, necessarily, but if
the public can hear from men like Senator
KEATING, who is & Republican, that the job
is being properly done, it can feel more
secure.

Also, if a bipartisan committee of Con-
gress 1s “in the know” with the CIA, 1t will
be less easy for any administration to hold
back facts the public should know.

The CIA watchdog committee was recom-
mended 8 years ago by a Hoover Cormamission
task force heéaded by Gen. Mark W. Clark,
World War IT hero. It has been urged at
this session of Congress by such Democrats
as Senators McCarrnay, of Minnesota, and

of what that hush-hush Agency is dolng.’
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SMATHERS, of Florida, and by Congressman

PavuL ROGERS, of Florida.
l The idea is sound, safe, urgent, necessary.

PROPOSAL FOR COMMEMORATIVE
POSTAGE STAMP HONORING CUS-
TOMS MEN WHO LOST THEIR
LIVES IN THE SERVICE

(Mr. ROONEY asked and was given
permission to adéress the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his re-
marks, and to ine¢lude extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, on August
1, 1964, the Bureau of Customs of the
Treasury Departinent is planning to
celebrate the 175th anniversary of the
creation of the customs service by the
First Continental Congress. The month
of August 1964 will mark the culmina-
tion of 134 centuries of unbroken dedi-
cation to the advancement and protec-
tion of the American people by the
Bureau of Customs.

It is interesting to recall that three
of the first five statutes enacted by that
First Congress dealt with customs mat-
ters. The first statute enacted by the
First Congress provided for the time
and manner of administering the oath
of office for Members of the Federal Leg-
islature, certain executive officers, and
certain officials of the several States (1
Stat. 23, approved June 1, 1789). The
second statute was approved on July 4,
1789, and providad for levying duties on
imported merchandise. This was the
first Tariff Act (1 Stat. 24). The third
law imposed duties on tonnage of ships
and vessels (1 &stat. 27, approved July
20, 1789). The fourth enactment estab-
lished an executive department called
the Department of Foreign Affairs (1
Stat. 28, approvnd July 27, 1789). And
the fifth statute established the cus-
toms service. 1It. was entitled “An act
to regulate the collection of the duties
imposed by law on the tonnage of ships
or vessels, and on goods, wares, and mer-
chandise iImported into the United
States” and was approved on July 31,
1789 (1 Stat. 29).

i

- suing five Mexican bor

March 7

The role played »y th «ustoms serv-
ice in molding the Unit 1 States to its
preeminent positior: in w-.cid history has
largely been unrecogniz: & by the prin-
cipal beneficiary—ihe 4 .1.rican people
themselves., Since the C: a1:inental Con-
gress established the first uniform
duties, imposts, and excwes throughout
the United States, the  1:itoms service
has systematically anc¢ indefatigably
dedicated itself to our N f:an’s develop-
ment. When our indu .ries were just
getting started, tho cus oins laws pro-
tected them againc$ forc: 1 competition
until they grew to the p--1:.t where they
are & bulwark of democ 2y, The cus-
toms service provided t 2 major share
of our Nation's revenue bafore the in-
come tax was paised ‘7 Congress in
1916. Today, cusioms cclleetions ac-
count for $134 billion w: .ch still repre-
sents a sizable ehunk :: our national
revenue.

The United States heo:
travagant in the use of
stamps as a means ot
service to our people, pe:
However, it seems to m.
toms service, which ha
magnificent job in ad:
enforeing our complex i:
bating smuggling, assist n:: many other
U.S. agencies in onfor:.ng their laws
and performing countle = other impor-
tant duties, deserves the z:ognition of a
commemorative postage :tamp to honor
its surpassing perfcrmar. ce.

Very few Americans «-e aware of the
fact that many custon.. officials have
sacrificed their lives i: carrying out
their official duties dov.a through the
years since the customs : rsice was born.
No better illustration of ‘Lis exists than
the memorial plague wh «}: hangs in the
office of the U.S. Comm: :isioner of Cus-
toms in Washington. ‘i‘iis plaque con-
sists of 17 mounted pho: o+ raphs of offi-
cers who lost their lives 11 the service.

There was the case o1 Eert Ellison, a
mounted inspector fror 3San Antonio,
Tex., who lost his life in 30 while pur-
leggers. Then
-ard, of El Paso,
.ounds inflicted
s.igating horse
d-nry who was

i:ssassin while
a-coties smug-
s from many
‘nid down their

aot been ex-
a.nmemorative
r >cognition of
naps rightfully.
-hat our cus-
wen doing a
:inistering and
aiff laws, com-

there was John Heary E
who died from gunshot -
in line of duty while int
smuggling, and Loy C.
shot to death by a pai-
combatting a ring of
glers. There are othe
other States who also
lives in the line of duty.

Since 1900, 42 .usto::s officers were
killed in line of Juty .3 violators of
customs laws or by ac :c¢ent while on
duty; 49 were seriously wounded or in-
jured by violators; 68 w.i:: seriously in-
jured while on duty. Duriag this period
95 smugglers are know: to have been
killed in gun batties w k& customs en-
forcement officers.

It seems fitting that t-
ice which entails for
hazardous kind of dut: s
of recognition in the { 1w of a com-
memorative postagas sto:nir to be issued
on the occasion of :he 17 {1 anniversary
of the Bureau of Custc 1, Of course,
many branches of the utstoms service
are not hazardous undc Joday’s condi-

= customs serv-
ane the most
5. is deserving
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House of Representatives

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Rabbi Maurice Lamm, Floral Park
Jewish Center, Floral Park, N'Y., offered
the following prayer:

Supreme and Allwise Lawgiver: Thou
who hast endowed men with the noble
ambition and blessed ability to lead fel-
low men in the paths of right in the af-
fairs of state, and hast inspired them to
serve the people of these United States
with honor:

Invest those legislators gathered here
in august assembly with deep souls so
that, by personal example, th2y may il-
lustrate the: finest and most worthy
traditions of this great Republic to the
end that they will lead not by pointing
to high ideals but by standing for them.

Grant them great hearts so that
through their kindness and care they
may bring on a time of healing for the
multitude of lives emptied of meaning,
for the multitude of souls scarred with
the weary search for peace and rest, for
the multitude of hearts stabbed with the
frustrations of our incredibly complex
existence. :

Bless them with powerful hands so
that, with the practical sagacity which is
their hallmark, they may unite and solid-
ify a globe  jigsawed with boundaries,
separated by Iron and Bamboo Curtains,
cut up into airspace, divided by latitude
numbers, and fenced with radar screens.

Bestow upon these servants of the pub-
lic Thy blessings, O Lord.

May the Lord grant strength unto His
people.

May He bless His people with peace.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

]ﬁpm EROSION OF OUR NATIONAL]
INTELLIGENCE EFFCRT '

(Mr. MAHON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask
the President, the Vice President, and the
Speaker of the House to underiake to co-
ordinate a course of action for the pur-
pose of halting the rapid erosion of our
national intelligence effort. The pres-
ent situation: is outrageous-ard intoler-
able.

There has been talk of an intelligence
gap. There is an intelligence gap. The
gap is in the intelligence of those who

,are daily revealing the secrets of the
intelligence operations of the U.S. Gov-
ernment. In recent weeks there has
been a great excess of talk about the
procedures of our intelligence apparatus.

- Judgment.

“blameless in revealing secrets.

THURSDAY, MARCH 7, 1963

Critics have made public statements on
matters which should never be discussed
in public. - The administration has mis-
takenly allowed itself to be goaded into
revealing information detrimental to our
best interests.

Along with many other Americans I
am tired of these demonstrations of bad
Every day some high rank-
ing intelligence officer is quoted in the
newspapers on one subject or another.
These are men who, from the standpoint
of the general public, should neither be
seen nor heard. A passion for ano-
nymity is an integral parg of their jobs.
Members of both the legislative and ex-
ecutive branches have publicly discussed
matters which should only be discussed
behind closed doors. Headlines are not
so precious as to warrant jeopardizing
our national security.

The deterloration of secrecy in regard

to our intelligence-gathering techniques .,

begar in 1960 when a U-2 plane was shot
down over Russia. Neilther the executive
branch nor the legislative branch is
Both
Democrats and Republicans must share
the blame. The question, however, is
not so much who is to blame for the past,
but Where do we go from here?

To be successful, intelligence activities
must be secret. To let the enemy know
just how many of his secrets we know
and just which ones we do not know,
gives him a priceless advantage. Today’s
headline may cost the lives of the human
sources of information. The enemy can
find our intelligence sources much more
easily when he knows whal we have
found out. This knowledge helps to pin-
point the location of intelligence activ-
ities, and once knowing the location, the
discovery of the means is much easier
and as a result intelligence sources dry

Qur immaturity and indideretion in
these constant disclosures is making us
the laughingstock of the world, Offi-
cials in Moscow, Peiping, and Havana
must applaud our stupidity in announc-
ing publicly facts which they would
gladly spend huge sums of money en-
deavoring to obtain. Respornsibility on
our part is urgently required. Let us
be silent with respect to these sensitive
matters.

Mr. John McCone, as Director of CIA,
is charged with protection of intelligence
sources. Public Law 253, 80th Congress,
1st session, states:

And provided further, That the Director
of Central Intelligence shall be responsible
for protecting intelligence sources and meth-
ods from unauthorized disclosure.

I cedl on him to fully carry out the dif-
fleult and important duties of his office
in this respect. A governmentwide co-
ordination of effort is required.

{ formation.

The American people are interested in
our intelligence activities. They are in-
terested in all phases of the workings of
their Government and their curiosities
are aroused by the aura of mystery and
adventure which surrounds the intelli-
gence business. But we are not play-
ing games. Our national survival to a
great extent depends upon our knowl-
edge of our enemies' activities. The
price we pay for the luxury of public
disclosure of intelligence activities is the
further erosion of our capabilities in this
fleld. It is difficult enough to obtain in-
formation from closed Communist so-
cieties. The American people, the press,
and the officials of the executive and
legislative branches of the Government

‘must stop making a most difficult task

more difficult.

There is room for plenty of discussion
and criticism of our Government with-
out revealing sensitive infelligence in-

—

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND
CURRENCY

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Banking and Currency have until
midnight Saturday to file a réport on
H.R. 3872, the Export-Import Bank,
along with minority views. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF
COLUMBEBIA

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, on be-
half of the gentleman from South Caro-~
lina [Mr. McMirran], I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia have until midnight
Saturday, March 9, to file certain re-
ports.

The SPEAKER. It there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDER TO PAY TRIBUTE
TO THE LIFE AND IDEALS OF
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT

(Mr. RYAN of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I have just received permission for a
special order to address the House for 2
hours on Wednesday, March 27. The
purpose of this special order is to afford
an opportunity to all Members of the
House to pay tribute to the life and

3549
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Oxly about 25 percent of them are liter-
ate. Fess than a fourth of the children
of school age are in school, and less than
2 percent ever complete secondary
education. Pupil-teacher ratios of 100
to 1 are common, compared to about 26
to 1 in the developed countries.

To help meet this challenge, the
United States, through the Agency for
International Development has estab-
lished cooperative educational programs
in 58 nations. In each the goal 1s the
same: To train people who in turn can
train teachers, prepare suitable tfexts
and teaching aids, and themselves devel-
op a strong educational program In their
respective countries. Assistance s pro-
vided for all levels of eduction—primary,
secondary, and higher education; for all
age groups and types of schools—voca-
tional and technical as well as general
education; and for construction and
equipment as well as for technical assist*
ance.

In 1962, AID obligated $93 million In
U.S. funds plus an additional $98 million
in U.S.~-owned local currencies to assist
the developing nations in meeting acute
educational problems.

In Bolivia, AID projects are being car-
ried out to improve commercial educa-
tion. Libya, a program in vocational
training for farmers, tradesmen, and
handicraft artisans is in progress. In
Iran, U.S. aid helped to establish an en~
tire vocational education system for the
Iranian armed forces.

In Pakistan, an AID team taught
Pakistani railwaymen—few of whom
spoke the same language or dialect—
how to operate diesel locomotives.

With independence approaching in
Kenya, an AID-assisted special project
has begun to train 47 local government
officials for positions of high responsi-
bility in the government when independ-
ence is granted.

A fascinating example of an AID proj-
ect covering several levels of education
is the program in Nepal.

Nepal’s first teacher-training center
was established in 1954 under the direc-
tion of the University of Oregon. In
1956 mobile teaching teams were orga-
nized to carry teacher trainhing to the
remote provinces. -

A'college of education was established
and a staff trained to educate up to 2,000
teachers a year. A bureau of textbook
publication was established and several
of its Nepalese staff members were sent
to the United States for special training.
The bureau printed 55 different titles
and 225,000 pieces of educational litera-
ture in its first 5 years of operation.

More than 2,400 part-time teachers
were trained for literacy education, and
they in turn taught more than 1,000

adults to read and write in their first

year in the field.

Nepal’s first national university was
established with colleges of liberal arts
and sciences, agriculture and forestry,
education, law, nursing, and medicine.

Before the AID program began, Nepal
had no national university, no teacher-
training institutions.
200 was in school, and only 2 percent of
the Nepalese people could read and write,
At the end of the first 5 years of the

Only 1 child in -
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education project, more than 1,500 new
primary classrooms had trained teach-
ers, 200 new schools were receiving fi-
nancial aid, and 20 new primary texts
had been published. Nearly 200 second-
ary teachers had received bachelor of

- education degrees and 45 high school

teachers had undergone a l-year course
for the improvementi of English instrue-
tion. In addition, Nepal's entire second-
ary school curricaium had been re-
vamped to include vocational instruction
urgently required in agriculture, home
economics, commercial education, and
industrial arts.

A program similar to the one in Nepal
is now being carried out in India with
the assistance of U.S.-AID education
teams from Ohio State University and
the Teachers College of Columbia Uni-
versity.

In Cambodia a teacher-training pro-
gram has been under way for 5 years.
Prior to 1958 Cambodian students with
a sixth-grade education were given a
summer of training and then pressed
into service as elementary school teach~
ers. Under the AID contract Cambodia’s
first teacher preparation center was
established and has already become the
largest educational institution in the
country. Each year the center trains
200 elementary school teachers. An-
other similar institution is now being
established with ATD assistance to train
secondary school teachers.

Television represents a potentially
valuable educational medium for the de-
veloping mations. In Nigeria, for ex-
ample, ATID has provided an experienced
American educational television execu-
tive as an adviser to the Nigerian staff
of a new educational television station.
From 1960 to 1962 the station has tele-
cast more than 700 different programs
for a total of 350 hours of instruction to
100 village schools equipped with tele-
vision sets supplied by the Nigerian
Ministry of Education.

Not only teachers, but also classrooms
are in short supply in most underdevel-
oped nations. AID has encouraged the
building of new schools and classrooms
in many countries by providing techni-
cal help and materials while local resi-
dents provide the construction la.bor on
a volunteer basis.

The Guatemalan Government
launched a self-help school construction
program in partnership with AID in 1960.
AID and the Guatemsalan Government
agreed to share equally any costs not
absorbed by the local communities. At
the beginning of the project, it was ex-
pected that volunteer labor would cover
about one-third of the eost of construc-
tion. In faet, it has accounted for
nearly 44 percent of construction costs.
During the 3 years since the pilot project
began, self-help schools have been built
and are now operating in every province
of Guatemala. More than 1,100 class-
rooms in 300 schools have been com-
pleted. The enthusiastic turnout of vil-
lagers for each school dedication symbol-
izes the impaet of such AID assisted proj-
ects on the lives of the people.

Self-help school construction programs
like the one in Guatemala are now un-
derway in Chile, Liberia, El Salvador,
Haiti, and Honduras.
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Another serious educati-nal problem
facing many develop: ng n .»ons is that
of adult literacy. In Turiev a unique
approach to the probiem b :s been insti-

tuted with U.S. aid. Lit¢ 3y training
has been given to more ‘I an 150,000
Turkish soldiers and 8: additional.

120,000 are expected to cc :1viete train-
ing each year.

In addition, more shan (00 primary
school teachers have ge ned literacy
teaching experience it the :cilitary cen-
ters. This group wil: forrr the teaching
nucleus of a planncd ci:iian literacy”
program. The goal is to -=duce illiter-
;a,gy in Turkey from 70 to :iG percent by

75.

In the Turkish project, : -
eracy projects, U.S. expe:
educators prepare iraini::
texts, and followup readins
use by the newly literate.

As of 1962, the Azency fr Interna-
tional Development hac undertaken
projects to increase the svoply and im-
prove the quality of prim:ary and sec-

in most lit-

2 materials,
materials for

ondary school teachers :r. 33 Latin
American, African, and /sian nations.
In Afghanistan, U.S. aid i: :he only bi-
lateral assistance permitts | »v the Gov-

ernment in the sensitive :=vea of educa-
tion.

Because English has bec.vie the near-
est thing {o an internation ! language in
many underdeveloped nai s, AID has
been providing technical issistance for
the teaching of English ir: {: Asian and
African countries.

Finally, 75 American uriversities and
colleges are working under 4;D contracts
in the establishment and uaprovement
of facilities for higher edu: #-ion in more -
than 26 Asian, African, an. £:outh Amer-
ican countries.

Of the many needs of :ne developing
counfries none is mcre cr: «cal than the
need for education, in the :-rradest sense
of the word. And of the uuny parts of
our foreign aid program r-:ne is more in
keeping with American i< oazls, and the
aspirations of Americans f ¢ their fellow
men around the world, th: n educational
assistance.

‘INTRODUCTION OF 1.ESOLUTION ‘
FOR THE ESTABLISI:MENT OF A
JOINT COMMITTEE ON FOR-

EIGN INFORMATION AND INTEL-
LIGENCE

The SPEAKER prc¢ temp:ore (Mr. Roy-
BAL). Under previous orde: of the House,
the gentleman frora Ne+ York [Mr.
Linpsay] is recognized f:r 60 minutes,
10 minutes of which have slready been
consumed by the previou. presentation
of the gentleman from M:onesota [Mr.
FRrRASER].

(Mr. LINDSAY acked #rwi was given
permission to revise and z:end his re-
marks.)

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr S:eaker, I rise
today to Introduce & resc a-ion for the
establishment of a & omt ‘emmittee on
Foreign Information and intelligence.
I propose that the commitzee be con-
stituted roughly alorng th. ‘ines of the
Joint Committee on Atom = Energy and
that it have its own fund: end staff re-
sources. I propose also _Lat it make
continuing studies in the wiwle area of
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our foreign information and intelligence

Drograms.

" In my remarks this aftarnoon, how-
ever, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to
dwell at great length on the precise terms
of this particular resolution. I think it
is a ‘good resolution but I am perfectly
ready to be persuaded that a better one
“might be devised. The question of the
exact structure arid composition of this
committee seems to me significantly less
important than the more freneral ques-
tions of principle involved. I rise today,
not to make propaganda o:1 behalf of a
particular proposal of mine, but rather
to raise a matter which I think is in need
of the widest possible and most intem-
gent public discussion.

As most Members are aware, the pro-
posal of a Joint Committez on Foreign
Initelligence is not a new one. In one
form or another it has been introduced
into this House in each of the last 10
sessions; in 1955 it was the subject of a
2-day hearing by the Rules Committee.
In the Sehate the Committee on Rules

and Administration reported on it favor-

ably In 1956, and for 2 days it was de-
bated on the floor of that hody. Nor is
it partisan in nature. Baclk in 1959 res-
olutlons similar to mine were sponsored
in the House by elght Democrats and
four Republicans Earlier this year the
matter was brought to our attention by

a member of the other party, the dis-.
tinguished gentleman from Florida [Mr.,

Rogers]. - Moreover, when Mr. Mans-
FIELD’S resolution came to a vote in the
Senate In: 1956, the minority in favor
included many Members on both sides
of the alsle.

those wha voted in favor was the then

esident of The Tinled
¥ If the proposal for a Joird; Committee
on Foreign Intelligence has come up so

often and been supported by so many-

Members, why has {t never been
adopted? ' Frankly I do not find that
question easy to answer, particularly
since some of the argumerts against it
seem to me so feeble. Take, to begin
with, the argument about sacrecy. It is
an argument thdt has besn advanced
every time the proposal has been dis-
cussed. During the Senale debate in
1956 the. chalrman of the Senate
Armed Services Committes, Mr. Rus-
SELL, went so far as to say that, rather
than have a committee sei; up and in-
formation made available t« Members of
Congress, “it would be befter to abolish
the Central Intelligence Agency and, by
doing so, tp save the money appropriated
and the lives of American citizens.” A
former Vice President, Mr. 3arkley, took
the same view in-the same debate.
Now no one denies that CIA and other
intelligence agencies must canduct a very
high propprtion of their c¢perations in
secret. Secrecy is of the essence of their
work; without it they could not function,
- and the security of our ccuntry would
be jeopardized. No one denies that. But
what is true of the intelligence commu-
nity is alse true in many other areas of
government: in the flelds of atomic en-
ergy, weapons  development,. and foreign
policy, for example. But does this mean
that Congress is to have no effective ay-
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ithority in these areas? Of course it does

not. Congress has always asserted its
right to concern itself with even the most
sensitive areas of Government. And,
where matters of the highest secrecy
have been involved, Members of both
Houses have shown themselves perfectly
capable of exercising the utmost re-
straint. This was never more clearly
demonstrated than by the experience of
the Manhattan %rojgcp during World
War 11, when members of the two appro-
priations committees were kept fully ap-
prised of the progress of  the project
wilhout on any occasion breaking secu-
rity. And I am sure all Members of the
House will agree that the record of the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy in

this connection has been impeccable.

As in the case of the Atomic Energy
Committee, I take it for granted of
course that much of the work of the niew
commitiee—perhaps almost all of it—
would be conducted in private and that
the results would be made public only
alter a close screening by the appropriate
Government agencies. Nevertheless, I
admit that particular concern might still

security involving CIA might endanger
the lives of American operstives in other

countries, and also the lives of agents of

otl:er nations working in cooperation
with us. I think this is a legitimate con-
cern, but I hope to show later in my

speech that there are many important.
aspects of intelligence work which could -

usefully be studied without any need to
inguire in detail into the activifies of

,particular persons and units in the field.

S0 much for the moment for secrecy.
I find myself in even less sympathy with
another argument that has also been ad-
vanced frequently in discussions of this
question-—namely, that the intelligence
cornmunity exists solely to serve the
President and the National Security
Council, and that therefore we in the
Congress have no right to seek a juris-
dictional position.: This doctrine was
stated in an extreme form in 1856 by
Mr. HavpeEN in the Senate He said at
thet time: -

The Centra’ Intelligence Agency is an arm
of the President, Under the Constitution, 1
fee! we have no right to atterapt to regulate
an agency which 1s designed solely to bro-
vide the President, wha, urder the Consti-
tution, is responsible for our foreign rela-
tions, with information
maze decisiops.

1, for one, cannot accept that doctrine.
As every Member knows, these two
branches of our Government, the execu-
tive and the legislative, are not water-
tight compartments separated by steel
bulkheads; the material between them is

flexible and porous. There are any num-
ber of congressional committees which

keep a watch over the executive agencies.
In this House we have, to name only two,
the Foreign Affairs Committee which in-
quires constantly into the policies and
actions of the President arnd his agents,
and the Government Operations Com-
miitee which closely scrutinizes the en-
tire organization of the executive
branch. The Senate has a subcommitiee
whose area of operations borders on the
very area I am discussing: the Subcom-

A~ 3

August 15
wittee on Ngtlonaz Security Séaﬁing and

Qrerations. -
we are going to refrain from lookmg

into the affairs cf executive agencies,
even agencies which report directly to
the President, thar I fear we are going to
have to disband a large number of our
committees, or at least to curtail severely
their activities, Of course we in the
legislature cannot and should not inter-
vene in areas beyond our competence.
But in my view we have not only a right .
but a duty to maintain a general surveil-
lance over agencies like the Central In-
telligence Agency, which .are established
by statute and sustained by funds voted
by the Members of these two Houses.

- Thesé arguments-—concerning secrecy
and the exclusively executive nature of .
the intelligence community—are at least
consistent. But strarigely enough those
who- oppose resolutions similar to this
have often attempted fo maintain, not
that for these reasons Congress should
abstain entirely from overseeing the in-
telligence community, but that on the

Jeontrary cgng;j‘ggﬁg ﬁ% gxg%mght is_al-
Teady more than equa enator
RUSSELL made this claim In th

be felt about CIA, since breaches of -

& debate
A It wasTelterated by

‘gﬁ Fl;en: %g; The TOTHIEE Difector of
entral Intelligence, in his recent article

in ﬁarger’s magazine What 15 in fact

€ extent oI congressional surveillance

to enable him to.

at the moment?

In both the House and Senate the
bodies responsible for overseeing the in-
telligence community are small subcom-
mittees of the Appropriations and Armed
Services Committess. Neither the House
‘Foreign-Affairs Committee nor the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee has
jurisdiction in this area despite their
obvious interest in intelligence matters.
This might not mat:ter were it not for the
fact that 1e ¢

For
example last year during a ebate in the

Senate the distinguished senlor Senator
from Massachusefts, my friend, Mr.
SALTONSTALL, was asked how much time

e Armed Serviees Subcommitiee de-
voted to the CIA affairs. Mr. SaLTON-
STALL was perfectly frank. He said:

I say on the floor of the Senate that we
spend several hours and go into many details
ol operations, of expenses, of administration,
and so on.

I ask Members to note the phrase
“several hours”—not weeks or even days,
but hours. The members of one of the
most important committees in the other

~House devote only hours to the affairs

of one of the most important agencies of
our Government. The reasons for this
are surely . clear. The members of the
four subcommittees lac staff spe-
cialized in ese matters; they them-
selyes can have little time or thought to
dg%or_T te them. But even 1 these su%com-
mittees do have more time for intelli-
gence, nevertheless the disadvantages
of having responsibility for the intelli-
gence community divided up among four
different subcommittees would, I think,
be obvious to everyone.

mmww} 1=
gence community is not now_adequate,
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A moment ago I referred to the Cen-
tral Intelliéence Agency as one of the
most important agencies of our Govern-
ment. What is true of CIA is, of course,
even truer of the intelligence commu-
Inity as a whole. Yet from time to time
those who maintain that intelligence op--
erations fall exclusively within the execu-
tive sphere—those, in other words, who
are opposed to the establishment of a
oint congressional committee—try to
ersuade us, despite all we have heard
and seen during the past few years, that
evertheless CIA is a purely advisory
ody, that that it is not directly con-
erned with the making of national pol-
cy. Mr. Allen Dulles himself remarked
Iseveral years ago: .
L CIA is not a policymaking -Agency: we
furnish intelligence to assist in the formula~
ion of policy.

Senator RusserL during a debate In
the other body was even more blunt:,

Some Senators who addressed themselves
to the resolution on Monday last, seemed to
hold the opinion that the CIA was a policy-
making agency. That theme ran all through
the remarks which were made in advocacy
of the adoption of the resolution.

Mr. President, the Central Intellizence
Agency is far from belng a policymaking
agency. It makes no policy. R

The distinguished Senator went on to
say that CIA was merely a coordinating
and information-gathering body whose
function was simply to present its find--
ings to the actual policymaking body, the
National Security Counecil. ’

Senator RusseLL sald all this in 1956.
In my view it was scarcely plausible even
hen. Now in 1963, after our experi-
nces in Cuba, Laos and elsewhere, to
ay that CIA is In no sense a policymak-
ing body is to say something that is -
The National Security
ct, undet which CIA operates, does not,
f course, formally assign it policymak-
g functions. But CIA is a policymak-
ng body, and we all know it. The rea-
ons have been well put by Prof,
owe Ransom, our leading lay student
of Intelligence effairs. In his study
F‘Central Intelligence and National Se-
curity,” published as early as 1958, he
has this to say:

Certainly the CIA has no policymaking
responsibility. Yet policy making is not a
simple static action. Rather 1t is a dynamiec
process. A key element In this process is the
information available to policymakers. The
man, or group, controlling the information
avallable to policymakers does in fact play
8 major if indirect role in policymaking.

A few pages later Professor Ransom
adds:

It would be unrealistic to suggest that the
bright young men of CIA, by training, talent,
and personality, do not hold strong views on
controversial issues . of national security
policy. If it Is granted that knowledge is
indeed power, it will be recognized that in
reality the CIA, through an increasing ef-
ficiency-—and consequently rising credit with
responsible decision mekers—has come to
play a major role in creating national secu-
rity policy.

No., 129—+4
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Surely those statements can no longer
be regarded as anything but the simple
fruth, In fact evan Senator RUSSELL
appears to have come round. Last year,
during the hearings.on the confirmation
of Mr., John McCone to be Director of
Central Intelligence, Senator RUSSELL
remarked: )

In this period through which we are pass-
ing, this office is perhaps second only to the
Presidency In its impertance.

A few moments later he repeated the

oint. I am inclined to agree with Sen-
ator RusseLL. And I submit to you that
one does not describe a man as holding
an office “second only to the Presidency
in its importance” ifithe agency of which
he is the head is not itself a policymak-
ing agency of the very first order. of
importance. )
- Up to this point, Mr. Speaker, I have
been mainly concerned to clear the
ground, as it were—to state as clearly
as I could my objections to the argu-
ments most commonly used by opponents’

~ of the proposal I am supporting. Only

by implication have I suggested positive
reasons why I think a Joint Committee

on Foreign Information and Intelligénce .

should be established.. I want now to ad-
dress myselt to the central questions:
why do I think such a joint committee
is necessary? and, equally important,
what work do I think it might usefully
undertake?

But first I have to make one further
point. - The Central Intelligence Agency,
and indeed the entire intelligence coms-
munity, is highly—and necessarily-—se-

cretive in its mode .of operations. For
" this reason outsiders like myself have no

alternative but to rely for their informa-
tion on mewspaper reports, on the oc-
caslonal published hearings on House
and SBenate committees, on the work of
scholars like Professor Ransom, and on
& miscellaneous variety of other sources.
In the very nature of things our com-
ments and criticisms cannot be authori-
tative. We are working in the dark, or
at least in the semitwilight. Neverthe-

less.l_t%'m.we_dm
reasonable grounds for

al] §5 1ot well withi

ing that

] c%nm&x. Even more important, I
we know enough to be certain that

we need to know more—and by “we,”
of course, I mean not necessarily the
general public nor even every Member
of Congress, but those Members who
would serve on the kind of committee I

‘have in mind.

‘Why, then, do I think such a com-
mittee should be established? ‘

I have two genera] reasons. The first
concerns the extreordinary number of
specific criticisms that have been leveled
over the years against the Central In-
telligence Agency and, by implication,
against the intellizence community as
a whole. Admittedly, as Mr, Allen
Dulles recently pointed out:

You cannot tell of operations that go
along well. Those that go badly generally
speak for themselves.

And I would not want for a moment
to deny that the Central Intelligence

- rest with the President o
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Agency has scored i nur.3or of quite
spectacular successes—th. U-2 over-
flichts, for example, and i .« overthrow

e Moss%ggh regime :n Iran. On
balance 1t 1s almost cortair v true to say
that the intelligéne:

coirmunity has

served the Nation well. 1t the fact
does remain that on occa: >1 the com-
munity has blundered seriousiy, and that
for its blunder the citizens :f the United
States have pald a heavy ¢ "ue.

Let me refer to just a i -+ instances.
Back in 1950, as Mr. Dulle:: himself has
tacitly admitted, the inte! ;ence com-
munity failed to aptizipat tae Chinese
Cgmmunilﬁ Intervention Ir }lorea, We
are still living with the ec::s~guences of
_that particular failure. = few years
later an ineident involv. 4 the CIA
caused us serlous embarrg.srient in the

ay nav: -

m%ﬂand m /- ontributed
indirectly to the Suez afi.i.. In July

1956 President Nasser of F pt claimed
in a speech at Alexangria i::at he had
been strongly advised by a iJ S. Govern-
ment official to ignore an in:portant mes-
sage thiat he was abcut tc + celve from
the State Department. 1' was subse-
quently confirmed that tie official in
question had been tine re:avnal repre-

_sentative of CIA.

. More receéntly, of course e had the
fiasco of the Pll;%ﬂgg i ‘kief respon-
sibility for that lamentabi.. ufair must .
-he United
States. However, there ca: e no ques-
tion but that the Centra: intelligence
Agency was, deeply involved i: the whole
affair, and that its sction. ind advice
had .a decisive effeci on :he eventual
outcome. Surely most Mc nsers of the
House will agree that it would be in the
national interest to know ..l.ether such
incidents were merely paiiicular aber-
rations or whether, in fact. taey form a
ppattern that is likely to b+ vepeated in
the future. .

My second general easor 1dr pressing
for the establishment of tris committee
I can state quite bricfly. it is this. I

-abhor government by secrt 'y. I regar
Tt &5 mimical to the eltec v: function-

ing of our institutions, I regard it as
alien to our American way «:f iife. Above
all, I regard it as a threat 7~ our funda-
mental liberties. I fullv realize, of
course, it should be clear ‘rom what I
have said already that & h ¢h degree of
secrecy is essential t» the vorkings of
the intelligence community .
But I fear that with rcsrect to the
intelligence communisy we 12 often the
victims of secrecy for se:r:cy’s sake.
Things are done to us and ir. our name
which we know nothting ri. I do not
wish to see the legitlinate - :«x rets of the
intelligence community re; o:ted in the

_press and on the air. Of cc :r3e I do not.

But 1t does seem to me of crv:rmous im-
portance that a few sclecte:l vepresenta-
tives of the people, choser 4y the two
Houses of Congress, choulri i-e continu- -
ously aware of what the intelligence
community is doing and o’ ‘he way in
which it is golng about d:+1:g it. The
American people have a‘ stake, not
merely their liberties tiut th. ir lives.
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Despite all I have said so. far, there
would, of coufse, be little point in estab-
lishing this joint committee unless we
had some fairly clear idea of what we
thought it should do, of what subjects
we thought it should study. I propose,
therefore, to continue by discussing four
questions, a1l of high importance, which
I think might usefully be investigated:
first, the relations between the Central
Intelligence "AZency aImt the Staté De-

artment, ~especially oversaas; second,
the relations between intelligence-gath-
ering On_{he one_ haml %I so-cdlled
spEGial operations on the OGHeErT tHird,
theé seIectlion and training ol intelligence
persornel’ and fourth, the -
16T o Thtelligence _eyaluailon. I pro-
pusrm'sﬁmﬁﬁﬁ‘fi rst three of
these questions and to say rather more

bout the fourth.

First, the relations between CIA and
the State Department,

THe problem here has been posed suc-
cinetly by Henry Howe Ransom in the
book I have already cited. On page 218
he writes:

The operation by the U.S. (fovernment of
a farflung secret apparatus for Intelligence
gathering and political action could have
widespread diplomatic ramifications, There
may be a basic incompatibility between the
malntenance of accredited diplomatic mlis-
sions 111. some 78 foreign posts (as of 1958)—

The number would be considerably
greater now—
and the existence of Americar. secret agents
in most of these same foreign areas. Greatl-
est care must be exercised in keeplng U.8.
diplomacy separated from spying and back-
stage political maneuvering, at least on the
surface, yet the diplomats probably should
not be completely in the dalk as to the
activities of American secret agents.

The possibly disruptive effect of hav-
ing, on the premises of American em-
bassies abroad or in the field, agents
who owe allegiance to someone other
than the ambassador and to an organi-
zation other than the State Department
and who may be engaging in activities
running counter to expressged State De-
partment policy, scarcely needs spelling
out in detail.

Nor are: these dangers mierely specu-
lative. It seems, for example, that to-
ward the end of the Chinese civil war
remnants of Chiang Kai-shek’s Na-
tionalist Army moved into parts of
northern Burma. These troops claimed
to be eager to harass the Communists

supplied them with large quantities o
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to do with the activities of the Nation-
alist Chinese. Our Ambassador of course
believed he was telling the truth. But
what he was saying was in fact not true,
and naturally the Burmese were shocked
by this apparent evidence of American

duplicity. What was the upshot of this -

episode? The American Ambassador re-
signed, the U.8. Government was deeply
emharrassed, and the Government of
Burma threatened for a time to break off
diplomatic relations.

Admittedly, this incident was particu-
larly ludicrous. But it is not without
parallel. Our policy in the early stages
of the Laotian crisis appears to have
beén constantly bedeviled by a lack of
effective coordination between the CIA
and the Btate Department. Similarly
with Cuba prior to the Bay of Pigs in-
vasion. Mr. Tad Szulec and Mr. Karl
Meyer, in their able account of that
affair, describe how, on its own initiative,
CIA established close working relations
with exiled supporters of the former dic-
tator Batista. They add:

This decisicn marked the inauguration of
what, in effect, became its Independent for-
eign policy toward Cuba, in cavalier disre-
gard of the thinking in the White House
and the State Department.

Note that all this occurred despite the
_efforts of an earlier Secretary of State,
Mr. Christian Herter, to regularize rela-
tions between the State Department and
CIA. Since then the Herter-Allen Dulles
agreement -on the relations between Am-
bassadors and CIA personnel in the field
has been reaffirmed by Mr. Rusk and Mr.
McCone. And by now we have reason
to hope that the respcnsible foreign
policymakers—the President and the
National Security Council—have reas-
serted their authority over the Ceniral
Intelligence Agency. I agree that to a
considerable extent this is a problem of
particular persons and particular situa-
tions. But it is also the case that, as
long as both State Department and CIA
personnel are working in the field, as

- long as both agencies are responsible for

the collection of information, and—per-
haps most important—as long as CIA
continues to be responsible for special
operations, the problem c¢f integrating
the Central Intelligence Agency into our
general foreign policy appsratus will re-
main difficult and will remain worthy of
close and continuous examination. The
exercise of surveillance in this field I
conceive to be one possible function of

eign Information and Intelligence.

across the border, and CIA a.ccordinglﬁ a Joint Congressional Committee on For-

money and arms. But according to

A moment ago I alluded to the gon-

available reports the Chinsse had long duct.by the CIA of so-called ﬂsm-

since tired of fighting.

Tnstead of at- |

retions; that is, the fomentiflg of oppo-

tacking the Communists, tt.ey proceeded “sition against hostile governments, the

to settle down, to occupy much of the
best agricultural land in northern
Burma, and to cultivate opium—all with
the assistance of U.S. furds.

This would have been & melancholy-
episode in: any case. But what made it
worse was: the faet that our Ambassador
in Rangoon apparently had not the
faintest idea of what CIA was doing.
‘When the Burmese Governnient formally
complained to the United States, the
Ambassador issued a categorical denial;
he sald the United States had nothing

arming of insurgents, the provocation of
eniemy action, and so on. The question
of housing these special ¢perations--or
additiontal services or other functions or
whatever you want to call them—under
the same roof as the CIA’s purely intel-
ligence-gathering operations has, of
course, long been a matter of controversy,
and it is this question that I suggest
might usefully be the second of the new
joint committee’s areas of study.

T do not suppose we neced to be re-
minded of the importance of this gues-

o M
- .
-

tion. The Bay of Pigs invasion was wnly
the most spectacular and best publicized
of CIA’s special operations. There was
the Iranian affair in 1953, and the fol-

lowing year the overthrow ofthe Arbenz

regime in Guatemala., CIA also appears
to have had a hand in the main risings
in Eastern Europe, in East Berlin and
Hungsary. Operations of this sort, unless
carefully supervised and controlled by
responsible political officers, could un-
wittingly involve the United States in a
major international ecrisis, possibly in
war. If this was not clear before the
Bay of Pigs, it ought to be clear now.

The institutional danger here is read-
ily apparent and has often been stated.
As Professor Ransom puts it:

To mix the two functions—

That is, of Information gathering and
special operations—-
involves the danger that forelgn agents col-
lecting facts and trying at the same time
to bolster or cause the overthrow of a foreign
government in Amerlca’s apparent interest
may develop & less than objective sense for
distingulshing between fact and aspiration.

Messrs. Szule and Meyer make the
same point apropos of Cuba:

The CIA men were not only shaping, in
effect, foreign policy, but were exempt from
any meaningful outside checks on their ac-
tivities. Indeed, they were in the enviable
position of both organizing a clandestine op-
eration and preparing the intelligence data
through which the valldity of the venture
could be judged.

The obvious solution to this problem
would, of course, be to deprive CIA en-
tirely of its speclal operations function.
Unfortunately the people in the most fa-
vorable position to collect clandestine
information are often .also the people
best placed to engage in subversive polit-
ical activities. In addition, a total di-
vorce between the two functions might
lead, in Ransom’s words, to ‘“competi-
tion, duplication, and even outright con-
flict.”

For a time the Maxwell Taylor Com-
mittee, appointed by the President to in-
quire into the Bay of Pigs affair, ap-
pears to have toyed, at least, with an
alternative idea—the idea of transfer-
ring the bulk of CIA’s special operations
to the Defense Department. But this
solution would have had the equally ob-
vious disadvantage of ensuring that the
uniformed military—and hence the
credit and prestige of the U.S. Govern-
ment-—would become involved as soon as
any paramilitary operation became a
matter of public knowledge.

In the event, it seems that routine
coverl operations have been left in the
hands of CIA, with control to be trans-
ferred to the Pentagon only if a particu-
lar project becomes so big as to-warrant
open military participation. Mr. Hanson
Baldwin in the New York Times summed
up the matter thus:

The general rule of thumb for the future
is that the CIA will not handle any pri-
marily military operations, or ones of such
size that they cannot be kept secret. How-
ever, each case will apparently be Judged
on its merits; there i8 no hard-and-fast
formula that will put one operation under
the CIA and another under the Pentagon.”
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Al 5{us, T think, will agree that this
is. an area in which hard-and-fast for-
mulas are not appropriate and in which,
in the nature of things, organizational
gimmicks cannot solve the major diffi-
culties, As in the case of relations be-
tween CIA and the State Department,
much depénds on particular people and
particular situations. But largely be-
cause the problem is of this sort, because
It is a problem which can never finally
be solved, I feel very strongly that con-
tinuing congressional surveillance is
urgently required. If a joint committee
had been in existence in the early stages
of the first Cuban crisis, and if it had
had cognizance of this matter, would the
Bay of Pigs flasco have occurred? I
think it is at least possible that it would
not,

Discussion of the Bay of Pligs leads me
naturally to the third of the questions I
think a joint committee might investi-
gate: the whole question of rec%uj‘mmt
and personnel within the  Intelligence
community. For it seems to me perfect-

1re'r€ﬁ'£ﬁ%t one of the things that went

wrong with the abortive Cuban inva-
Slon—not the only thing, but one of the
things—was that much of the CIA per-
sonnel responsible for the operation con-
sisted of the sort of people who could not
distinguish between the reactionary and
‘the democratic elements in the anti-
Castro camp, between the opponents of
Castro who were acceptable to the Cuban
people and those who, as former sup-
porters 'of Batista, were anathems to
them., . .

Let me quote again from Szulec and
Meyer. In their book, “The Cuban In-
vasion,” they write: .

Thus the CIA established contacts in Mi-
aml with pro-Batista organizations and with
exile groups whose entire political philosophy
wag dedicated to the return to the pre-Castro
status quo In Cuba, * * * These factions
were placing themselves not only against Cas-
tro but agalnst history; whether or not the
CIA operatives were aware that total regres-
slon 1s impossible, the contacts with the
rightist factlons ran counter to officlal U.S.
policy, aimed at encouraging social reform
in Latin America.”

A few pages later they remark that
the activities of the CIA agents reflected
a desire to promote anti-Castro groups
which they could manipulate. They con-
tinue:

It also reflected an attitude of hostllity to
left-of-center exile groups by second-rate
field operatives. This in turn affected the
top level of the agency and resulted in a lack
of understanding at the top. It is not clear
to what extent the CIA attitude was ideolog-
lcally motivated or was simply a response
based on the agent’s view of what was prac-
tical or realistic, ’

This tendency on the part of the CIA
to seek out and support the most anti-
Communist groups in the fleld, regard-

. less of whether or not such groups are

bolitically viable, has of course been -

manifested on a number of other occa-

sions—in Laos as well as in Cuba,
apparently in Algeria and the Congo
well. It is a persistent tendency,

one that on occasion has had a damag-
ing effect on our policy. I suspect it has
something to do with the kinds of people
the Central Intelligence Agency gets to
work for it.
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Is it wise, for example, to rely to the
extent CIA seems to do on the services
of retired service officers? One would
suppose that retired service officers,
though almost always men of great abil-
ity, would have an instinctive tendency
to take a rather narrow. strictly “opera-
tional” view of the problems confronting
them. Similarly, is it wise to rely too
heavily on the services of political exiles
and refugees? It seems reasonable, for
example, to suppose that an exile from
Ruritania, especially someone who has
passionate convictions about what course
events in his homeland ought to take,
may not be the best, person to assess
what course events in his homeland actu-
ally are taking, especially if what is actu~
ally happening is not to his taste.

Please do not misunderstand me. I
do not mean to impugn the enormous
amount of valuable work being done by
retired service officers and by exiles and
refugees in the CIA. Without their help,
the organization simply eould not func-
tion. Altogether the Central Intelli-
gence Agency undoubtedly commands

some of the ablest minds in the U.S. Gov-

ernment. And of course I do not mean
for a moment to suggest that CIA should
be staffed with “soft-liners” or people
who have had no personal experience of
the countries in question. That would be
absurd.

But what I do think is that we have
to be sure that what we are getting are
actually the facts, and not what we
would like to be the fadts. This is not a
matter of personal preference one way
or the other. It is a matter of finding
out what is actually taking place—and
personal preferences enter only as they
may color one's judgment. I suspect
that the judgment of the CIA is some-
times colored by the preference of its
employees. I suspect that CIA ought to
take special care to recruit and employ
men and women of widely differing back-
grounds, temperaments, and opinions. I
suspect that In these kinds of 'situations
one gets at the truth only when a wide
variety of inclinations is brought to bear.
But remember that these are my feelings
only. I have little data at my command.
All T am saying is that I have a hunch
that CIA recruitment volicy has had an
effect on CIA’s performance. I may be
wrong, but I submit that the only way
we in Congress can find out is by our-
selves conducting an inquiry into the
subject.

The whole question of personnel and
recruitment is, then, the third of the
areas I would like to see a joint com-
mittee study. I would only add that of
course no investigation need inquire into
the names and histories of particular
individuals involved; there need be no
breaches of security or secrecy. The
matter we are concerned with is one of
general policy.

Finally, I want to turn to what is
perhaps the most difficult of the four
questions I referred to earlier: the ques-
tion of how best zani valu-

ation of THe eénormous amount of ma-

ed every day by the yarious
agencles Of the intellizence community.
Obviously evaluation of some sort takes
place at every echelon within the com-
munify, but I am particularly concerned
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with the top-level US. n.elligence

Board and its auxiliary bodie. .

Probably a few word: are n order on
how these agencies are ¢ :inized. I
think the following descriptic - 's roughly

accurate, though the Central .ntelligence
Agency refused to provide r: = with au-
thoritative information so I : ave had to
rely on data from published ».irces.

By the phrase “intellls. nce com-
munity” I mean the numerc :s agencies
within the executive branct concerned
with Intelligence collection : w: evalua-
tion: the CIA, the new Defc &> Intelli-
gence Agency, the State 1. artment,
RAND, and s0 on. The com. tnity as a
whole is responsible for prc it.cing the
natlonal estimates—describe¢ by Profes-
sor Ransom as “these vit:: building
blocks of national security pol ¥ » With
the exception of the ultrasee: -t net esti-
mates which are produced by  -cial ma-
chinery within the Natlon:: Security
Council, most estimates are p: rared un-
der the aegls of the so-calle: 3o0ard of
National Estimates.

This Board consists of a sm :1: number
of intelligence experts--sold: ~rs, diplo-
mats, and scholars—who, to < 1ote Ran-
som again, “preside as a kind . © slanning
general staff for the intellie rnce com-
munity.” The Board can i ilate the
preparation of an estiinate. :hough it
usually does 50 only on reque:: ‘rom the
President, the Director of Ce: iral Intel-
ligence, or some other member »: the Na-

‘tional Security Council. Ina: ¢ ases, the

Board of Natlonal Est‘mate sets the
terms of reference, bresks ti :: problem
up into feasible components, . assigns
appropriate tasks to the variot - ::gencles.
The resulting staff studles are . 5-1ated by
the small Office of National «timates.
The Board then drafts either straight
estimate—that Is, one which & -tmpts to
assess & forelgn natfon’s inten: o 15 or fu-
ture polieies with implicit assu a1 tions as
to future U.8. policy—or a gc :eral estl-
mate—that is, one involving t.ited ag-
sumptions concerning possible -hanges in
U.S. poliey. After the draft es ir1ate has
been returned to the par:cips 1 g agen-
cies for their comments and er i isms, 16
i3 submitted, possibly with dis 2its, to a
committee which used to be kr: :an as the
Intelligence Advisory Commit «: but is
now named the U.S. Intellige: o+ Board.
If the Board of Estimates s 5):e plan-
ning board for the intelllge c2 com-
munity, the Intelligence Bo: ¢ Is its
board of directors. As Ransor: puts 1t, 1t
is the “final forum for the p: .fssional
Intelligence community ” It resolves
Jurisdictional disputes within ite com-
munity and is finally responsit - for for-
warding the natlonal estimai s to the
National Security Council. avariably
the attempt is made to produ e agreed
estimates, and usually the atter z- is suc-
cessful; but on occasion cissen irg opin-
lons will be submitted. ‘he It :eiligence
Board meets usually onze a wiek. It
consists of the leading intellly rce offi-
clals of the community and is ¢ izired by
the Director of Central I-ifelli:2:ce.
Two aspects of this proecess ir particu-
lar are worth noting, The fi. .t is the
central role of the Cential In = ligence
Agency. A-high proportiim of 71 : intel-
ligence community’s fac: gai.ering is
done by CIA, The Board of National
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Tistimates functions as a part of CIA.
The chairman of the U.8. Intelligence
Board is Director of CIA. .And, of course,
the intelligence community’s spokesmsan
on the National Security Coungcil itself
is also the CIA Director.
thing worth noting, however, is the
duality of CIA’s role. Uhder the Na-
tional Security Act the agency is not
only one of the participants in the in-
telligence community, it iz also the chief
agency responsible for coordinating it.
in other words, at many points in the
proeess of evaluation, CIA is both player
and umpire, both witness and judge.
This ambiguity is implicit in the title
of the Director who is formally not the
“Director of the Central Intelligence
Agency” but simply “Director of Central
Intelligence.” . )

Now the danger here is clear. It is
that the Central Intelligence Agency will
become—perhaps it has already be-
come—not merely the chief intelligence
agency but the dominant intelligence
agency, and that it will develop persistent
institutional tendencies, biases, and even
policies.. This type of problem is, of
course, not peculiar to the American in-
telligence community but is character-
istic of any complex adniinistrative ap-
paratus. That is the reason it has con-
stantly to be guarded against.

Sherman Kent, a Yale professor and
a World War IT intelligence officer, put
the point this way: B

Almost any man or group of men con-
fronted with the duty of getting something
planned or getting somebhing done will
sooner or later hit upon wlat they consider
a single most desirable course of action.
Usually it 1s sooner; some’imes, under qu-
ress, it 18 a snap judgment of the top of the
head. I cannot escape the belief that under
the circumstances outlined, intelligence will
find itself right in the middle of policy, and
that upon occasions it will be the unabashed
apologist for a given policy rather than its
impartial and objective analyst.

Szule and Meyer, wriiing of the Bay
of Pigs, conclude:

vet GIA was not bebav.ng idiotically; it
was in many senses responding to the insu-
lated rationalism that infects a sheltered
bureaucracy. Indeed, if there is an institu-
tional villain, it is bureaucracy itself—that
hulking, stubborn giant that seemingly can
only look where it has been and not whither
it is tending.

Professor Ransom calls it simply the
problem of “feedback.”

Naturally in the early months of 1961
the administration adclressed itself to
this problem. After th: Bay of Pigs it
could scarcely do otherwise. In particu-
lar it reactivated a waichdog group set
up by President Eiserhower in’ 1956,
originally called the President’s Board of
Consultants on Foreign Intelligence Ac-
tivities and now named. the President’s
Foreigh Intelligence Advisory Board.
This Board, under the chairmanship of
Dr. James R. Killian, Ji., of the Massa-
cuhetts Institute of Technology, studied
the question of evaluation and appar-
ently forwarded one or more reports to
the President in the course of the year.

These reports have not been made pub-
lic, but I think it is possible to piece to-
gether from newspaper reports roughly
what happened. It seems that the Kil-
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lian committee, or at least some of its
members, were unhappy about the dual
role being played by CIA, They proposed
that in future the Director of CIA should
be more of a technician, and that a new
post should be created, probably at-
tached to the White Houses, with some
such title as “Coordinator of Intel-
lizence,” the new coordinator would be
ir. a position to analyse and assess the
results achieved by the intelligence com-
munity without having any bias in favor
of CTA. Reports to this effect appeared
frequently in the press in June and July
1961. In August Mr. Cabell Phillips of
the New York Times stated that the new
post had actually been offered to Mr.
Fowler Hamilton.

Fither these reports were inaccurate,
of the administration changed its mind,
or they could not find anyone to occupy
the new post, because in September 1961
the President announced that Mr. Johr
A. McCone had been named Director of
central Intelligence without any major
change being made in the structure of
the - intelligence community. Subse-
cuently, however, in January 1862 one
such change was announced, Hence-
forth the Director of Central Intelligence
was not to function both as Chairman of
the U.S. Intellicence Board and also as
CTIA member of the Board. Instead, al-
though the Director was to remain Chair-
man of the Board, his deputy was to act
as representative of the CIA. Ina letter
to Mr. McCone, the President noted this
shange with approval. He added:

As head of the Central Intelligence Agency,
‘while you will continue to have overall re-
sponsibility for the Agency, I shall expect
you to delegate to your principal deputy,
15 you may deem necessary, so much of the
Adirection of the detailed operation of the
Agency as you may be reguired to permit you
vo carry out your primary task as Director
of Central Intelligence.

Clearly there was a dilemma here. On
the one hand, 1t was evident that CIA’s
intelligence gathering and operational
functions could conflict with its coordl-
nating function——and, of course, what
was true of the Agency was also true of
its Director. On the other hand, the
President and his advisers were almost
certainly aware that an independent co-
ordinator, who was not himself the head
of a major agency, might find himself
weak, even powerless, in the face of the
vast intelligence buresucracies. Inde-
pendence in theory might mean im-
potence in practice. o a compromise
was struck, and the duties of the Di-
rector of Central Inteiligence merely
redefined.

How successful this compromise has
been it is probably too varly to say. But
from all that I have sald, it ought to be
obvious that the problem of evaluation,
like the other problems I have already
mentioned, is a continuing one, and not
one that can be spirited out of existence
by merely institutional gimmickry. It
is also obvious that the problem of evalu-
ation is an enormously important prob-
lem, probably the most important con-
fronting the intelligence community.
Por these reasons, I think that it, too,
should be a continuing subject of scru-
tiny by a well-qualified and well-stafied
committee of Congress. ’
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Mr. Speaker, I do not wish td Uedgin
the House further. I have spoken at
considerable length, yet I am only too
well aware that I have only skimmed the
surface of this extraordinarily compli-
cated and difficult subject. There are
any number of further questions that I
might have posed-—for example, concern-
ing the apparently increasing concentra-
tion of authority within the intelligence
community, or about the role of the
U.S. Information Agency. And, of
course, I must repeat that this has
been essentially an outsider’s analysis.
I have been trying merely to suggest
what kinds of inquiry a joint committee
might undertake, not to anticipate what
the results of those inquiries would be.

Nor as I remarked at the outset, do
I wish to insist that the resolution I am
introducing today provides the only pos-
sible way of proceeding. Perhaps fthe
joint committee should ke given rather
different terms of reference. Or perhaps
a body should be established eomprising
private citizens as well as Members of
Congress. 1 do niot want to be dogmatic
about this. My purpose in speaking to-
day has been to reopen public discussion
of an issue that has too long been dor-
mant, and moreover to reopen it at a
time of relative tranquillity, when the
intelligence community is not In the
publie spotlight, at a time therefore when
these matters can be considered soberly
and dispassionately.

But we in Congress should not be too
timid about pufting ourselves forward.
I wonder how many Meémbers of this
House are aware of the enormous body
of opinion in favor of the creation of a
congressional joint committee. Both .
the Hoover Commission and its special
intelligence task force favored congres-
sional intervention. The New York
Times has consistently supported the
idea in its editorial columns. Two years
ago the distinguished military analyst,
Mr: Hanson Baldwin, stated that one of
the lessons to be drawn from the Bay of
Pigs was “the necessity of keeping all
secret intelligence activities and opera-
tions under constant top-echelon sur-
veillance and review.” He noted that
the machinery for achieving this would
be greatly strengthened by the creation
of a joint congressional watchdog com-
mittee.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I should like to
quote just once more from the writings
of Professor Harry Howe Ransom who,
as I have already said, is our country’s
leading lay student of intelligence affairs.
I think his comment deserves all the
greater consideration because it comes
from a member of the political science
profession—a profession which, as we all
know, has always had a strong bias in
favor of the executive branch of gov-
ernment. On page 206 of “Central In-
telligence and National Security” Pro-
fessor Ransom remarks:

It is common experience for security
policymakers, military -and civilian, to find
thelr fear of congressional interference
changed into gratitude for congressional
support, frequently more effective support
than has been accorded on the executive side
of Government. No executive agency today
reveals everything to congressional com-
mittees with jurisdiction over its operations.
Officlals of central intelligence may be ex-
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pected. fb Teveal even less. But more ad- congressional supervision in this area is
varftages are to be gained than lost from jiself g serious omission in view of the
establishing a more institutionalized sys- work required of the foreign policy com-
tem for congressional surveillance. mittees of both Houses. A variety of

I agree with that, Mr. Speaker, and I congressional commitiees now handles
hope that what I have said today will be the Nation’s everwidening range of in-
given earnest and thoughtful attention telligence activities. Effective coordina-~
by my colleagues on both sides of the tion of congressional supervision is im-
alsle, possible.

Mr, NORBLAD. Mr. Speaker, will the The proposed committee would have a
gentleman yield? comprehensive view of the intelligence

Mr. LINDSAY. I yield to the gentle- and information aspects of foreign af-
man from Oregon. fairs. A single committee of this nature

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Speaker, I want would provide the existing foreign policy
to associate myself with the gentleman’s committees with mare direct and effi-
remarks. I think we should have had cient service. The agencies under its
a joint committee to monitor the CIA supervision would benefit as well. A
when it was first established. I have had prime target of the joint committee’s
a little experlence in the matter as a efforts would be the improvement of
member of the Commitiee on Armed their operations and policies. Studies
Services. As you may know, we have a of the agencies’ prohlems and programs
subcommitiee on the CIA. I was amem- would, of course, be considerably more
ber of that committee for either 2 or 4 extensive and complete when conducted
yvears. We met annually—one time a by a committee with single responsibility
year, for a period of 2 hours in which of intelligence oversight.
we accomplished virtually nothing. I Ultimately, I beliave, both Houses of
think a proposal such as you have made Congress would benefit from the estab-
is the answer to it because a part-time lishment of the proposed joint commit-
subcommittee of the Armed. Services tee. The Senate and House would be
Committe, as I say, which meets for just afforded a broader opportunity for care-
2 hours, 1 day a year, accomplishes _ful consideration of foreign information
nothing whatsoever. I want to compli- and intelligence matters. The agencies
ment the gentleman on his proposal. involved would similarly benefit from

Mr. LINDSAY. Ithankthe gentleman the committee’s studies and recom-
from Oregon and appreciate the con- mendations.
tribution he has made, He knows where- Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I hope the

in he talks. He is an expert on the House may act promptly on our proposal.

subject and is a member of the Commit- It would fill a vital':gap in our foreign
tee on Armed Services and was a member policymaking process. It would stream-
of the subcommittee supervising the
CIA—in theory—and what he says dove4 eign information and intelligence. This
tails entirély and agrees with the experi-{ is an area in which congressional re-
ence, and the statements made in the) sponsibility is long overdue.

other body as well. '

(Mr. LINDSAY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) .

(Mr. MORSE (at the request of Mr.
LINDsaY) was given permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the ReEcorb.)

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commend my distinguished colleague,
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Linpsay], on the step he has taken in
introducing his resolution. The gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Linpsay] has
taken the initiative in remedying a seri-
ous inadequacy in our foreign policy
making process., His efforts merit our
thoughtful attention and solid support.

I have joined the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Linpsav] in filing a com-
panion resolution which, by establishing
a Joint Commititee on Foreign Informa-
tion and Intelligence, would fill what is
now & gaping hole in the congressional = 2
mechanism for the formulation of, for- 10 the United States.
eign policy. At present, intelligence = This is a problem which we no longer
matters are handled simultaneously by can ignore. I have introduced this leg-
several committees on both sides of Cap-~ islation at this particular time, in order
itol Hill. Not only confusion but omis- t0 give airplane manufacturers both in
sion as well result from this decentral- our own country and abroad ample op-
ization of supervision. Our proposals, Portunity to make sufficient changes in
which would apply to any intellizence or the design of their powerplants to avoid
information agency, not only the CIA, future distress to millions of Americans.
would remedy this situation. The supersonic jet: powerplant of the

First, the proposed joint committee Iuture must be developed and designed
would give Congress the machinery it Wwith appropriate comsideration for noise
must have to exercise its responsibility abatement.
for the oversight of the Nation’s intelli- This is far-reaching legislation, But
géence activities. The present lack of I submit, Mr. Speaker, that we can no

ESTABLISHING MINIMUM STAND-
ARDS FOR OPERATION OF CIVIL
. SUPERSONIC AIRCRAFT

The SPEARER pro tempore. (Mr.
-RovBaL). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Pucinskil is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I have
today introduced legislation designed to
deal with & most serious problem which
will confront our Nation in the very near
future. Specifically, Mr. Speaker, my
legislation would establish certain limits
of tolerance associated with the advent
of the supersonic civil transport plane
now being developed by aircraft manu-
facturers in France and England and
being puréhased by several American
alrlines. Similar efforts to develop a
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longer ignore this problem. The United
States and the entire world railed to pro-
perly plan ahead in the deelopment of
our present subsonic jot trs ~cports and,
as a result, millions of peopi - throughout
the world have had their liv. = drastically
changed by the unbearable :29ise which
today’s jet transports pro- i-e at air-
fields near large urban ares :.

My own district lies just e::st of O’Hare
Field, the world’'s busiest airport. It
would be literally impossibic for me to
fully describe the deafenine noise which

thousands of my constittients suffer

everyday from conventional :ubsonic jets
either arriving or depar ing O’Hare
Field. It cannot be said th s these peo-
ple shouldn’t have built nea; te airport;
these people were there be:ove the air-
port was built.

I believe it is trazie i :a:. airplane
manufacturers of the world d:d not take
these consequences into ronsideration
when they developed the :ubsonic jet
transport during the past d:-cade.

I was not a Member of Congress in
those days, but I feel it is not only my
duty but the duty of ever: hMember of
this Congress both in the I7ouse and in
the Senate to recognize the 7zct that we
cannot repeat this error on i threshold
of the supersonic air transcort era.

FAA

We must do everything possible to in-

‘sure that this new type «f supersonic

aircraft—which is being de-~=‘oped from
scratch—does not repecat th - “ragic mis-
take of its subsonic jet pred -c~ssor, FAA.

The legislation which I bkave intro-
duced today would prohib:. -he opera-
tion of any civil supersont: aireraft in
air transportation through - ii:: navigable
airspace of the United iiates which
would generate sonic boom . v rpressures
exceeding 1.5 pounds per s :are foot on
the ground directly beneaihny the flight
path.

This legislation would fu l.er make it
unlawful to operate any civil supersonic
aircraff into or out of U.8. a:rports un-
less it can be demonsiratec that ground
noise level generated by suc » -'ivil super-
sonic aircraft is substantial v lower than
that generated by long rz:fe subsonic
jet aircraft.

I am not at all persuadec 57 the argu-
ment that you cannot s progress.
Certainly we all are for pro-ress. But
we cannot blindly state th .t we are for
progress when we know th: -4 such prog-
ress can serjously impair tho health and
emotional stability of grea’ numbers of
Americans., Nor cah we s:v blindly we
are for progress when we a ‘e faced with
the prospect of seeing I re belts of
destruction criss-crossing ihe TUnited
States from sonic bcoms -enerated by
supersonic aircraft.

It is my belief, that unixs Congress
deals with this subject 1naifer at this
time, we may conceivably s such havoc
wrought upon this countr: from sonic
booms that millions of dollars in dam-
age to property and a seri:us threat to
the health of many of ou: weople may
ensue.

My bill limits sonic bcas overpres-
sures not to exceed 1.5 pour s per square
foot on the ground directl eneath the
flight path.
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The best available information on
sonic booms indicates that anything un-
der 1 pound per square footiin overpres-
sure by a supersonic airciaft flying at
an altitude of 70,000 feet creates no dam-
age to ground structures aiid no signifi-
cant public reaction. Anything under
1.5 pounds per square foot‘in overpres-
sure creates no damage to ground struc-
tures but does produce ‘some probabﬂity
of public reaction to mdderate sonic
booms. Overpressures .Jetween 1.5
pounds per square foot and 2 pounds per
square foof produce significant public
reaction day and night but :10 damage to
ground structures.

I hope my colleagues from the rural
areas will take into account the fact that
sonic booms which create significant
public reaction day and night in this
category will also have significant re-
action on farm livestock.

Overpressures exceeding 2 poeunds per
square foot but under 3 pounds Dper
square foot at an altitude of 70,000 feet
create damage to glass and plaster and
produce wldespread public reaction day
and night. Overpressures exceeding 3
pounds per square foot produce wide-
spread window and plaster damage, mi-
nor structural damage t¢ frame and
walls, and profound public: reaction.

The U.S. Air Force can produce signif-
icant figures showing damage claims
paid by our Government foyr losses due to
sonic booms created by our military air-
craft. You will note that my bill does
not apply to military aircraft because

we can certainly recognize the fact that
in the area of national defense, we must
be prepared to suffer some: discomfort.

Furthermore, the Air Foarce has car-
ried on an intensive progran of rigid con-
trol in the production of scnic booms so
that every effort has been made to keep
the damage to & minimunx. I am sure
this will not be the case when private air-
lines begin competing agairst each other
with supédrsonlc air fransports.

The other part of my pioposal today
would prohibit flights of civil supersonic
airceraft into or out of U.S: airports un-
less it can be demonstratec: that ground
noise generated by such supersonic air-
craft is gubstantially lower than that
generated by present long-range sub-
sonic jet aircraft.

At first blush this may seem like a
harsh and unreasonable ;roposal, but

I hope those who would criticize this’

proposal will take into consideration the
fact that we are now only on the thres-
hold in the development of supersonic
airframes:and powerplants. Unlike the
development of the subsoric jet trans-
port, which was developed in the first in-
stance as part of the milftary defense
system when no consideration was given
to noise levels in the development of
powerplants, in the development of
supersonic powerplants we liave time and
we know from experience the necessity
for taking noise into consideration in the
development of such powerplants,

- 'This legislation is designed to put the
whole airplane industry, both in the
United States and in other 12ations of the
world, on notice that the people of the
United States do not intend: to perpetuate
the folly of permitting air transports to

be develope¢ with no consxderat-ron’bemg
given tonoise abatement.

‘There is no logical reason why the de-
velopment of supersonic air transports
for civilian use must be based on some
foolish noticn that a race exists between
developer netions. X am move interested
in which nation will be first to develop a
supersonic ¢ivilian transport which meets
the standards of noise abatement rather
than which nation develops a supersonic
transport which will actually knock the
world’s brains out with deafening noise.
I am convinced the nation which develops
a relatively quiet supersonic transport
will ultimately get most of the world’s
business.

"The city of San Francisco recently rec-
oghized the tremendous noise problems
that supersonic air transports will pro-
duce. Belford Brown, manager of the
San Francisco International Airport, in
a letter dated July 18, 1963, to Mr. Robert
Murray, Jr., vice president of Pan Amer-
ican World Airways, stated San Francis-
co’s concern regarding the supersonic
aircraft noise problem. This letter
should be of particular interest since San
Francisco has in the past adhered to a
policy of nc operational restrictions on
air carriers.

Mr. Brow: wrote as.follows:

Recent publications within the air trans-
portation industry and nationwide news-
paper reporting indicate that Pan American
Werld Airways is contemplating the pur-
chase of Concorde supersonic commerazial
transports which have been developed by
the Anglo-French combine., The airport
department at Ban Francisco understands
from the planners of one European super-
sonic airport that the landing configura-
tion of this particular alrcraft is such that
it is expected to create a noise level ap-
proximately 18 decibels higher than now
belng experienced by American Subsonic Jet
aircraft,

A3 president of the San Francisco Sound
Abatement Center you are aware of the noise
problems and community realstance to the
airport’s operation at San Francisco Infer-
nazional Airport and of the legal actions

now pending and in the hands of our legal.

counsel, You are alsc aware that San Fran-
cisco International Alrport has never insti-
tuted an operational restriction on the air
carriers or aircraft operating into and out
of San Francisco International Alrport. We
have relied wholly upon our preferential
runway systems, airport runway extensions,
and community enlightenment on noise
through the sound abatement center.

On July 9, 1963, the Public Utilitles Com-
mission of the City and County of San
Francisco passed Resolution No. 23074 (copy
attached hereto)} setting forth the city's of-
ficial position concerning supersonic trans-
port planning. In eflect, 1t states (1) that
supersonic Jet transports should be able to
operate from the exlsting and currently
planned major civil air terminals;: (2) that
the design of these transports should re-
quire no grester landing or takeoff distances
than present-day subscnic jet aircraft; and
(3] that the ground level noise created by
supersonic jet transports should be no great-
er in the airport environs than the levels
now being experienced.

The purpose of this comnmunication is to
advise Pan Amerlcan World Airways of the
city’s official position in this matter, and
fwrther, to inform you that if facts stated
in this communication as to the nolse char-
acleristics of the Concorde are correct, we
will have to forgo our previous policy and
give serious constderation to imposing oper-
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ating requirements which will oonirc' «he
noise levels of aircraft operating in and out
of San Prancisco International Airport.

Mr. Speaker, I should like to call par-
ticular attention to the statement which
indicates that supersonic aireraft are ex-
pected to ereate a noise level approxi-
mately 16 decibels higher than now
being experienced by American subsonic
jet aircraft., This Is incredible. This
16 decibel increase is like firing a cannon
next to a 22-caliber rifle. I submit that
if Congress falls to adopt this legisla-
tion or some similar restrictions on the
degree of noise level which we will toler-
ate at our major airfields from super-
sonic aireraft, we will be creating an ab-
solutely inhuman situation for thou-
sands upon thousands of families living
in the vicinity of America’s major air-
fields. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that a
16-decibel increase over the present level
of noise generated by a landing jet, will
create conditions which will be com-
plenty unbearable to the human ear
ahd brain. I submit this situation, if
true, could have serious psychological
effects on vast numbers of Americans.
- Subsonic jets now operating in this
country produce noise levels both on.de-
parture and arrivel dangerously close to
the maximum human tolerance of per-
ceived noise declbels. To permit the
operation of supersonic transports which
will produce noise 16 decibels higher
than now being experienced by Ameri-

- can subsonic jet aireraft is, in my judg-

ment, Mr., Speaker, to irivite disaster for
%arge segments of our American popula-
ion

I submit, Mr.-Speaker,.this Is a prob-
lem which must be dealt with by the
Federal Government., It Is not fair to
leave to the individual airports of Amer-
ieca the responsibility of developing their
own respective standards.

Such a policy could bring about a wide
divergence of rules and regulations and
standards which could affect the entire -
configuration of air travel in America. I
belicve in fajrness to all the major air-
fields of this Nation. The Congress
should establish one uniform standard.
This would insure against unnecessary
econontic pressures upon the individual
airport operators.

Mr. Speaker, this is a matter which
we can no longer ignore. Continental
Airlines recently signed a $30 million-
plus contract to purchase three British-
French mach 2.2 jet airliners which,
will provide the first
supersonic service within the United
States. ‘These supersonic transports
would be capable of flying from Los
Angeles to Chicago in less than 2 hours.

This is the . second - supersonic air
transport order placed by an American
firm. Pan American World Airways or-
dered six similar planes for use on its
oversea routes.

It is estimated that the first Concord
ordered by Continental should make its
maiden flight In 1966, with delivery date
in 1969. The Concord is a joint venture
between France’s Sud Aviation and Eng-
land’s British Aircraft Corp. It will
carry 104 passengers at speeds up to
1,450 miles per hour.
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which is, but among which is “life, lib-
erty, and the pursuit of happiness.”

We cannot legislate freedom, since it
is a gift of God by virtue of the fact that
we are created by Him in His image with
dignity. But we can and do legislate to
limit freedom and in a sense legislation
in this area is necessary to a degree in a
society as complex as ours. We must,
however, be extremely careful lest we go
so far in the direction of limitations that
we, created by God to be free, become
slaves to a political state which to those
who seek only material gain becomes a
substitute for Almighty God who alone
is the giver of life and bread. ' In creat-
ing a body of laws to limit freedom, how
be it honorable our-intent may be, we
are always in danger of creating a Frank-
enstein .that will become our master
:rather thaq our servant,

"I am not a lawyer but I am sure that
many who are would agree with me that

. an interpretation of the law may be tech-
nically correct and yet result in a moral
wrong. I.wonder whether we have not
come to a point in our great and thrilling
history at which we may find that in our
own wisdom we have denied the wisdom
of God. We are beginning to interpret
out of existence by the very laws we have
written; the foundafion upon which that
body of law rests--faith in Almighty
God. How long can we nibble away at
oursejves before we destroy ourselves?

Faith and freedom as we know it—
or them—are inseparable. v
was built upon the principle that man

" should be free to approach his God and,

not that he should be denied the right
to approach Him. Ours Is historically
the philosophy of “freedom of”—not_
"freedom from.” .

We are at a cruclal pomt in history.
We must not make legal techniecalities to
‘destroy moral foundations. Faith in God

"and the expression of it belongs to the
_ptople—not to Congress nor to.the Su-

' "preme Court. If the Suprerme Court has
judged that our present law does not, per-
mit, because of a technieality, the official
recognition of God in public schools and

- gatherings then we who make the laws

have an obligation to the people to pro-

tect their moral rights.

. L _

CALL FOR CLOSER CHECK ON

- CUBAN REFUGEES COMING INTO
THIS COUNTRY

(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given

- permission to address the House for 1°

minute, to revise and extend his remarks,
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr, CRAMER. '~ Mr. Speaker, some
weeks ago I expressed dismay over the
fact that Castro had been given the right
to select half of the refugees coming

- into the United States since the quaran-
tine in October of 1962 and exposed the
y fact that some 2,060 refugees had thus
\ been handpicked by Castro and all but
20 had been admitted to the United
States. : .
" The State Department in its admis-
sion that this was true sald that it was
“academic.”

At the time I cautioned against Cas-

tro’s opportunity as the result of this

.
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irresponsible and silly arrangement to
infiltrate the entire refugee freedom
fighter effort to oust the Communists
from Cuba—and to carry on any other
spy purpose desired by Castro in this
country-—by shipping in Castro Cuban
spies.

Proof that this apprehension and for
calling this to the attention of the House
is well founded is contained in an arti-
cle analyzing Castro’s spy network in the
United States that appeared in the
Miami Herald on September 8 in which
it was exposed that more than 150
Cubans suspected of being Castro agents
and hard-core Communists have been
discovered and ordered out of the United
States—an many more are suspected as
.the result of the efforts of the FBI.

1t is high time that closer scrutinizing
of all refugees coming into this country
from Cuba be made to guarantee against
such spy activities—a demand I made
many months ago and which I renew
today—and that more deals or accom-
modations be made with Castro—with
regards to refugees or any other matter.

The article to which I referred, fol-
lows:
FBI Brers Up Miami STAFF—CASTROS Sey
Nm'wonx Reacumes Degp IN UNITED STATES
{By Dom Bonafede)

U.S. agencies dealing with internal secu-
rity conceded Saturday that the long fingers
of Pidel Castro’s spy network reach Into ev-
ery facet of the Cuban exile movement.

More than 150 Cubans suspected of being
Castro agents or hard-core Communists have
been ordered i leave the United States or
« face indefinite detention. And the move-

ments of many others are watched dally by
Federal investigators.
To cope with the spy threat, the Miami

. office of the FBI has vastly expanded Iits

staff—how much is unknown, since the Bu-
reau follows a rigid policy of secrecy in-such
matters.

Nevertheless, Miami FBI Chlef Wesley G.
Grapp acknowledged, “The work ties up a
lot of our manpower.”

FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover has under-
1ined the menace declaring: “We have to be
constantly alert that an individual who al-
leges to be a refugee, under severe pressure
by Castro, who has had to leave his home

and had his property confiscated, may in
fact be a spy.”

Pederal officials agree there are very many
Castro informers in the United States but
are reluctant to estimate thelr numbers.

Their hesitation is based on the fact that
most of Castro’s fifth columnists are un-
schooled, nonprofessional informers with-
out backgrounds in esplonage. As a result,
they are difficult to trace.

U.S8. security officers are confident they can
weed out the  indoctrinated, well-tralned
Cuban agents.
~ “To the best of our knowledge, very few
competent Castro agents have gotten past
our screening,”” declared Joseph Minton, as-
sistant director of the Miaml office of the
T.S. Immigration Service.

The so-called amateurs, for the most part
zealous revolutidnary sympathizers, form the
bulk of Castro's spy corps.

This follows a definite pattern in Commu-
nist Cube, since recruiting of the unskilled
to perform skilled tasks 1s characteristic of
Castro’s revolution.

Fernando Fernandez, recently accused of
being a Castro informer (he denled 1t) 1s a
prime example of the unitralned, unsophis-
ticated possible spy. He attempted to send
information to Carlos Lechuga, the *‘‘Cuban
ambassador to Mexico.”

cptember 10

13 the Cuban Am-
‘t’ons and has been

Lechuga, it s0 happen.
bassador to the United »
for more than'a year.

The Fernandez :ase :
footnote in the history i Cuban espionage
in the United Staies. I a' it has served to
point up the exicience oi Castro’s intelli-
gence operation—Iloose =::d untidy as it may
be.

Earl E. T. 8Smitk, forn'=r U.8. Ambassador
to Cuba, maintains Cast 'y was successful in
planting espionage agen: : in the Cuban Em-
bassy in Washingt-n be;i..ri: ie rode to power
January 1, 1959,

These agents kep:t Casi -, then in the Sierra
Maestra, fully informers and brought anti-
Batlsta pressure tc bear :2 the State Depart-
ment, according tc Smit

IN OTHE2 CASF £ {STORIES

Castro has publicly b- ~sted that he knew
in advance of April 17 961, Bay of Pigs
invasion: FBI officers 1 November, 1962,
smashed a ring oi pro-: a.tro terrorists, in-
cluding several attacher tn the Cuban U.N.
mission, who were plotii: ; + wave of sabotage
in New York and New .crsey; Pedro Riog,
Castro diplomdt who de . cied, dlsclosed that
the commercial aifairs ion of the Cuban
Embassy in Mexlc: City s “devoted not to
commerce but to =spior .g» and Communist
infiltration.”

Refugees arriving in
that “spy training cam;
lished in Cuba. .

And more than one 71si-Castro raid has
been called off because 't became apparent
informers tipped ~ff the Castro regime,

U.S. investigatoss cor =i:d that not all of
Castro's “eyes and ears™ -re exlles, but in-
clude Cuban borr nati:iiized citizens and
Americans sympathet: to the Cuban
revolution,

Members of the Fair ~L.y for Cuba Com-
mittee and Prensa Latir -Ilastro’s news serv-
ice, are frequently unde: -« rveillance. Fran-
clsco Portela, a U.S, ¢i izan who served as
Prensa Latina’s chief ec re¢spondent, was in-
dicted in December 196: f-1r failure to regis-
ter under the Fcreign 1 ents Registration
Act. Prensa Latiaa su‘ :ejuently entered a
plea of nolo contendere 'rd was fined $2,000.

The majority of suspe::ce:i Castro agents are
nabbed during screenin: by immigration of-
ficials at the Opa-locka A'r Base.

In many instances, iivistigators have ob-
talned a line on each -efugee from inside
Cuba. For an unexpl s reason, female
refugees are released af'+r routine question-
ing at the point of ent-y but all males are
required to remain overright at Opa-locka
and submit to an exts s ve Interrogation.

Agsisting the Immigraiicn officlals are other
Cuban exiles, who are -zoerlenced in anti-
Communlist security w«1& and Intimately
acquainted with Castre” cudre of informants.

' These exiles, as well .. others who volun-
tarily ald in the detec «n of Castro sples,
are pald out of 2 “con id:ntial fund” made
available to most U.S, : ~curity agencles.

One of the Irmmigr i wm Service’s most
valuable spotters is a 3 mer high-ranking
Cuban police officer, r-puted to possess a
dossler on almost every ‘rmmunist or fellow
traveler in Cuba.

Refugees belleved ta @ ¢ ‘oyal Castroites are
sent to the Federal (e.ention center at
Tampa and giver: thelr >holce of remaining
in custody indefinitely .:r returning to Cuba
or any other country t::ut will have them.

relatively minor

*7¢-mi have reported
* have been estab-

. ——

COMMITTEE (N W1¥S AND MEANS

. Mr., MILLS. Mr 3ipeaker, I ask
unanimous consent r::af the Committee
on Ways and Means r 2 - have until mid-
night Friday, Scpten: ¢~ 13, to file a re-
port, including the :«¢parate minority
views on H.R. 8363.
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Chairman Hardy and Admiral Stephens
at<the trawler investigation: ;

Chairman Harpvy. At the time that two
Japs visited the Department of State on
the morning of Décember 7, 1941, it vias pre-
sumed that they were honest and thit there
wasn't anything going on that was prejudi-
cial to the security of the United States.
Isn’t that so?

Admiral Srepagns. This is correct, sir.

Chalrman Harpy. Then we get ourselves
in one awful mess by accepting at faze value
this kind of a presumption, and {jou are
making the presumption all on the side of
the Russians.

- Now, no one is saying that the Rus-
sians are going to use these trawlers to
launch a military attack, although we
do not know, But they certainly are not
just fishing. If anyone wants to make
any presumptions, it might be wise and
in the interest of our national security
10 presume that the trawlers are being
used as radio relay points for spy ictivity
in this country, that they are mapping
our coastline, listening in on our niilitary
and ecivilian communications, carrying
agents to or from Cuba or even the
United States, or any number of other
espionage activities. Any one of which
would rule out “innocent” passage.

The point of all this, of course, is not
whether Russian trawlers should be per-
mitted within our 3-mile limit, or within
12 or 15 miles of our coast but rather
whenever any Soviet vessel, {rawler,
freighter or naval ship comes anywhere
near our shores in our own waters or
international waters it should iinmedi-
ately be placed under surveillance;

To do less is to invite trouble, and we
cannot afford tg, gamble
tional security. -

JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COMMAIT-
TEE TO SUPERVISE ACTIVITIES
OF THE CIA

(Mr. RYAN of New York asked and
was given . permission to address the
House for 1 minute, and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, over 2 years ago I addressed the
House and urged the prompt considera-
tion of my bill to create a joint congres-
sional committee to supervise the activi-
ties of the Cenfral Intelligence Agency.
At that time there was a great hue and
cry for an Investigation of the CIA in
the wake of the disaster of the Bay of
Pigs. As so often happens, the furor over
the abortive Cuban affalr subsided and
s0 did criticism of the CIA. The Cuban
fiasco was the consequence of permitting
a secret Government organization, which
is not subject to the usual congressional
scrutiny, to conduct its own foreign pol-
icy. There is a saying that those-who do
not learn from history are doomed to re-
peat it. .

Now we have reports that the CIA is
once more involved in policymaking—
this time in South Vietnam. As ws know,
the SBouth Vietnam Government has been
engaged In suppressing its own people
through a campaign of religious persecu-
tion. On August 21 this campalgn re-
sulted in = series of ruthless and bloody
raids on Buddhist pagodas. Thete raids
were carried out by the special forces of

2
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Col. Le Quang Tung. According to
vesterday's New York Times, the CIA
pays as ‘‘direct under-the-table aid” $3

million a year for the salaries and main- -

tenance of these forces. Although these
forces, under the direct control of South
Vietham’'s strong man, Ngo Dinh Nhu,
are carrving out the policy of religious
persecution, the New York Times reports
that the CIA last week decided to con-
tinue the: $250,000 monthly payments to
these troops.

Mr. Speaker, it is incredible that the
CIA is supporting the very forces in
South Vietnam which are undermining
U.S. policy. President Kennedy has
pointed out that the campaign of reli-
glous persecution is not the way to win
in that area.

The role of the CIA in South Vietnam
again demonstrates that vital necessity
of a congressiona! watchdog committee
over the CIA., The operations of the CIA
are not being scrutinized by the Congress.
Even its budget is concealed from almost
every Representative and Senator. The
CIA has consistently overstepped its role
as an intelligence-gathering agency by
engaging in policy formulation and ex-
ecution. It is In essence a secret gov-
ernment, The existence of a secret gov-
ernment 1s totally inconsistent with our
democratic values and procedures. I
again urge the adoption of my resolu-
tlon—House Joint Resolution 145-—call~
ing for the establishment of a“joint con-
gressionsl watchdog committee over the
CIA. Itistime for Congress to make the
CIA acccuntable for its actions.

- PRAYER AND BIBLE READING IN
PUBLIC SCHOOLS

(Mr. BECKER asked and was given
permissiont to address the House for 1
minute, o revise and extend his remarks,
and to include a resolution.)

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Speaker, as the
Members of the House well know, there
are 57 Members of this body who intro-
duced resolutions to amend the Consti-
tution of the United States to permit
prayer in public schools and Bible read-
ing and to provide against further liti-
gation in this matter. .

Mr. Speaker, the 57 Members who
have iniroduced these resolutions ap-
pointed ¢ Members-—the gentleman from
Nevada [Mr, Baring], the gentléemen
from Florida [Mr. Cramer and Mr.
FuqQual, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
LaTTal, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina, [Mr. KornNEGAY], and myself—to
act as a committee to draw up an
amendment which we could all support
rather than having 57 different resolu-
tions. ‘That amendment is now pre-
pared and has been approved not only
by the 6 Members of the House acting as
a comrmittee, but many of the 57 Mem-
bers who have introduced resclutions.
We are introducing the joint resolution
today.

Mr. Speaker, I am inserting a copy of
the resolution in the REcorp at this point
so that every Member can read it and
understand it and know when they sign
the discharge petition that this is the
one which will be substituted for House

- Joint Resolution 407 under discharge
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petition No. 3. All Members can now
sign the discharge petition knowing just
what the amendment will do.
The resolution referred to follows: .
H. REs. 407

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States

Recolved by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds
of each House concurrring therein), That the
following article is hereby proposed as an
amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, which shall be valld to all in-
tents and purposes as part of the Constitu-
tion only if ratified by the legislatures of
three-fourths of the several States within
seven years from the date of its submission
to the States by the Congress:

““ARTICLE ——

“SecTioN 1. Nothing in this Constitution
shall be deemed to prohibit the offering,
reading from, or listening to prayers or bib-
lical seriptures, If participation therein is on
a voluntary basis, In any governmental or
public school, institution, or place.

“Sec. 2. Nothing in this Constitution shall
be deemed to prohibit making reference to
belief in, reliance upon, or invoking the aid
of, God or a Supreme Being, in any govern-
mental or public document, prpceeding, ac-
tivity, ceremony, school, Institution. or place
or upon any coinage, currency, or obligation
of the United States.

“8ec. 3. Nothing in this article shall con-
stitute an establishment of religion.

“Src. 4, This. article shall be inoperative
unless it shall have been ratified as an
amendment to the Constitution by the legis-
latures of three-fourths of the several States
within seven years from the date of its suh-
mission to the-States by the Congress.”

——

RESOLUTION TO REFER THE ISSUE
OF PRAYER AND BIBLE READING
IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND PUBLIC
GATHERINGS TO THE PEOPLE OF
THE UNITED STATES

(Mr. SCHADEBERG asked and was
giver. permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SCHADEBERG. Mr. Speaker, to-
day I have introduced a resolution to re-
fer the issue of prayer and Bible reading
in publie schools and public gatherings
to the people of the United States.
Freedom does not just happen. If it is
to survive men must be willing to live
for it as well as to die for it. The serv-
ice dead who sleep beneath the hallowed
ground in our Nation’s burying places
bear silent vet vivid testimony that free-
dom is indeed costly. They did not die
to give us freedom—they gave their
lives to give us the opportunity to pur-
sue freedom. In a sense they have said,
“We have done what we could.” 1If is
now up to us. There are countless other
numbhers who sleep beneath the sod who
also have given their lives for freedom’s
cause, making sacrifices as civilians
matching those made by others in
uniform. :

Our political forefathers made it abun-
dantly clear in many of their writings,
some of which are now historic docu-
ments that God created man to be free;
that He indeed intended every man
whora He creafed to be endowed with
certain unalienable rights, among which,
but may-I point out not the extent of
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IN the mythology of bureaucracy, the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency has come (o oc
cupy an awesomely special place.

In any effective sense of the word as used
in a democracy, the CIA’s accountability is
so vague and amorphous as to he maeaning-
less. The face it turns toward the public
when it is under criticism is one of sad vir
tue: CIA, so goes the myth, dovs nok reply
to attacks, does not deny stories thowever
outlandish—-or true- they may bet, is above
the hurly-burly of democracy in aciion.

This, of course, is disingenuous nonsense. The ClLA does
reply to criticism, violently and vociferously. 1t does deny
and attempt to discredit stories that seek to penetrate its
cloak of pilety. It moves heaven and earth to unmask the
sources of news accounts that shake its cloudy complacency.

Sadly enough, the prevailing mythology of the ClA is
perpetuated and, in a sense, codified in “The Craft of Intel-
ligence” (Harper and Row), by Allen Dulles, who for eight
years -headed the huge spy apparatus.

In defending its unique lack of accountability to any of
the traditional organs of democracy, apologists for the CIA
invariably fall back on the refrain that its failures too often
hecome public, while its triumphs must remain secret, For
axample, in attempting to counter some of the “myths” that
he finds harmful to the CIA, Mr. Dulles writes:

“T have frequently been asked what ‘myth’ about the CIA
has been thé most harmful, . . (I) finally chose the acvusa-

tion that CIA made foreign policy, often cut across the .

programs laid down by the President and Secretary of State,
and interfered with what ambassadors and Foreign Service
officers abroad were trying to do.

“The charge is untrue but extremely hard to disprove
without revealing ciassified information. It is all the harder

and at times has even been spread by proble in government
who themselves are not ‘in the know.’

It seems possible that Mr. Dulles him: :3f was not always
in the know. He was, for example, wivctor of the CIA
when the then Ambassador to Cuba. E. 21 E. T. Smith, en-
dured at the hands of CIA officers atta: hed to his embassy
the very things that Mr. Duilles now +laims are untrue.

Unhappily for the credibility of his beinik. Mr. Dulles does
not allude to Ambassador Smith’s charges (sworn to before
a Senate committee and later included ‘: a book), beyond
the flat assertion that such charges arc always false.

(In my own experience, strikinzly cimmilar charges were
made to me by unassailable ‘Americar sources in Saigon.
When my dispatch containing the charges was printed, it
forever demolished the carefully-nurtu: -d folkway that the
CIA disdains to reply to criticism. The CIA’s response was
loud, anguished and protracted, altho ~tandestine. It also
made vigorous attempts to learn the id:-nrity of the sources
of the story.)

The thoughtful reader is bound to 1. troubled by sorr..
of the contradictions contained in the fwmer CIA chief's
account qf his stewardship of the twili:xht world of spocks.
He opposes the establishment of » Conuressional watchdog
committee to oversee the CIA in the manner that the Joint
Congressional Atomic Committec keej~ tabs on the AEC,
but he contends that Congress excrcise- close control of the
CIA thru its power to make or withhlit appropriations.

He insists that he has never know a member of Congress
to betray a CIA secret, so it is clear 112t his opposition to
a watchdog committee. is not based ¢« security considera-
tions. As to what it is based on. unfo ‘tunately, Mr. Dulles
is not clear. )

In sum, the former CIA chief scems *o have had consider-
able trouble in reconciling the functi-n of the huge spy
pureaucracy with the needs and oblig :t:ons of a free and
open society. It is a problem that pre “y:tndly troubles any-
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. nam Speclal Forces that conducted the ralds

- on Buddhist pagodas. Yet this is, unfor-
tunately, not the first time the Government
has been made to look foolish by the mis-
named Central Intelligence Agency. And the
trouble is precisely that the CIA does not
confine itself to gathering intelligence but
has been given operationhal responsibility for
tasks for which it has debatable competence.

One might have supposed that the Bay
of Pigs debacle would have alerted the White
House to the risks of allowing an intelligence
agency to sit in judgment on its own opera-
tional missions. The temptation is strong
to tailor intelligence to support preconcelved
opinion. Moreover, when the CIA invests
its. prestige in supporting a given course,
there is an all-too-human tendency to seek
vindication for a commitrnent, of money and
judgment. :

This seems to lie behind the present mud-
dle over CIA misadventures in Saigon. The
agency’s mission ‘chief in that country had
established close and cordial relations with
Ngo Dinh Nhu, President Diem’s brother and
sponsor of the Special Forces. Some $3 mil-
lion & year was earmarked for helping the
Special Forces. - But reportedly the CIA had
no advance warning that the Forces would
invade the pagddas and the initial intelli~
gence reaction was confusgd-—contributing
fo the confusion in Washington over what
transpired that fateful day.

Nevertheless, the payments evidently con-
tinued in the face of Government policy to
the contrary, and the adminlstration has
‘been reduced to 8 stutter in trying to explain
what - has happeped. Ironically, notwith-
.standing the CIA subsidy, the pro-Diem
press in Salgon has been bitterly attacking
the American agency for allegedly taking
part in an attempted coup against the
regime, .

Let 1t be sald that the CIA contains men
of undoubted skill and patriotism. Let it
also be. said that much of the American
problem in Saigon springs out of circum-
gtances that not even the wisest of men could
easily meet, But some self-inflicted wounds
form part of the heartbreaking calamity.
In the past, there has been a distressing
tendency to subordinate political to military
considerations and to avert the eyes from
unpleasant realities. The CIA, while not
alone in this failing, wes unable to provide
a detached intelligence corrective because its
own agents were enmeshied in the operations
of the regime.

There are many rueful lessons in the South
Vietnamese tragedy, and not the least of
them is that it makes sense in every respect
to divorce intelligence from operations that
belong in the military sphere. It would be
heartening if the present embarrassment
were turned to useful purpose by effecting a
real reorganization of the CIA. The op-
portunity should have been grasped after
the Cuban invasion; if nothing is done now,
‘poth the country and the agency may be
needlessly humiliated again.

Need for Governors on Automobiles
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HOl‘i. KARL E. MUNDT

OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Tuesday, September 10, 1963 ,

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, recently
a former native of South Dakota wrote &
letter to the editor which was prinfed
in the Sunday, August 18, issue of the
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., Afgus Leader. The
author, Dr. Adrian H. Scolten, presents
some interesting viewpoints and I ask

unafimous consent that his letter be in-
serted in the Appendix of the RECORD.
There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Rec-
orD, as follows:
For GOVERNORS ON CARS

To the EDITOR OF THE ARGUS-LEADER:

America has not even begun to solve the
problem of our unnecessary injuries and
deaths caused by cars and trucks. Nobody
need be injured or killed in trafiic, but it
happens on our roads and streets every hour
of the day. Something more drastic must
e done to stop this.: .

No adults, children or teenagers need be
killed by cars, but nebody seems to care until
it is his son or daughter, or other members
of his own family.

Why do we license boys and girls not old
enough to vote, and think thelr judgment 1s
good enough to be trusted with the most
deadly machine in the world—the automo-
bile? Their records gs drivers leave 2 long list
of violent deaths ané unnecessary permanent
injuries, but we still praise them for their
quick reaction times, and glve them licenses
to drive and kill, Parents could keep their
children from becoming potential killers, but
today’s children are too uncontrolled.

Over 25 years ago, because my mother and
several other members of my family had
been injured in serlous automobile traffic
accidents, T gave up my private medical prac-
tice and became a full-time “life-saving ex-
pert.” I then began preaching putting gov-
ernors on cars, and saying dally the life-
saving word ‘“‘slow down and live,” ‘slower
driving means a lower death and injury rate,”
and ‘“‘death begins at 40.”" .

Today, though it is entirely unreasonable,
speed has become the king of the highway,
and editors and drivers seem to listen only
to the National Safety Council. How the
National Safety Council is financed, I do
not know; but what it says and does so far
has proven to be quite inadequate as far as
saving lives and preventing injuries on our
highways and streets is concerned.

We now should bring back the old slower
and safer driving habit, and put governors on
all cars and trucks if we really wish to’save
lives and prevent the injuries thet are daily
causing so much despair, misery, and dls-
tress in so many American homes. We are
brainwashed by comparing one holiday’s
death toll with mnmother, and led to belleve
the last year’s total was necessary.
~ Today, I am still advocating that gover-
nors be put on all ears, and I still believe that
50 miles an hour is the upper speed limit of
safety for all rubberfired automobiles; and
that 1t is not possible to slow down all driving
speeds to 50 witheout using governors. It is
the only quick, saie, and foolproof way of
dotng that.

Because Americans do not now drive at
safer and slower speeds, each year around
40,000 persons lose their lives, and many more
than that number are crippled for life. Why
don't we who drive slow down to 50 in the
country and to 26 in all the settled areas?
Where there is no vision the people perish.

ApriaN H. ScOLTEN, M.D.

PORTLAND, MAINE.

Why the Far East Is Vitally Important

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. J. ARTHUR YOUNGER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, Sevtember 10, 1963
Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker, the Far

East is one of our most troublesome and
important spols at the present time,
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Recently, Mr. Rcbert R. Gros, vice
president of the Pacific :%es & Electric
Co., of San Francisco, tra rzied through-
out that part of the wor!si and made a
report on the new Orient.

Mr. Gros is a very cereful and au-
thentic observer, since he ! a: spent much
of his mature life in tou ing the world
and making reports on th - various coun-
tries viewed from ihe s andpoint of a
businessman.

1 think the following sdtiress entitled
“Why the Far East Is Vit:ily Important”
delivered to the Commor wealth Club of
California on August 16, 1963, is of con-
cern. to all of us.

The address follows:

WHY THE Far EasT Is ViialLY IMPORTANT

In today’s world cf com :l-xity and per-
plexity it is Increasingly a.xd to decide
which of many crisis ridde : spots would be
the most productive to vis +. Our world is
full of fascinating faces a:.d places. It's a
problem to choose just wheve to Invest one’s
vacatlon most profitably it ‘erms of inter-
esting personal experiences p-us substantive
opportunities for learning. Fut most Amer-
icans tend to look ut the world as a vast
aerial photograph, invariaiiy focused most
sharply on Europe.

The Far East is thore in -he picture, to be
sure, but generally as a hi=y secondary sort
of romantic blur., I conte=c¢ that the time
is long since past for us . put on a tele-
photo lens and zoom in fo. a closeup on the
Far East sector o our fiscinating ‘and
troubled world. At least “cur logical rea-
sons occur to me why we should do this.

First, that closeup wou! i :nake us fright-
eningly aware that in the Fur East they are
fighting real wars, ot jus- -ending off cold
wars. 'The wars being fouzhit in the jungle
paddies of Vietnam nnd in rcugh, landlocked
Laos are desperately hot In the Talwan
Straits where the ChiCom: =nd the Nation-
alists are In direct confro-t:tion the war is
always alertly warm at thz minimum. Oc-
castonally it’s hot, and a‘wnys 1t is poten-
tlally explosive.

In Singapore and Saraw:k it's a cold war,
but is showing signs of wirming because of
the internal communistic n-eat. There and
in Malaya and North Birreo, the compo-
nents of the soon-ti-be-i 1. new nation of
Malaysie, we get a good ook at heady na-
tionalism.

Third, make no mist. ke about it. the
Orient 1s coming of age, ' »iitically and eco-
nomically. The Far East :cids immense po-
tential for progress or cai:s rophe, Leading
the economic race is via™ie. prosperous Ja-
pan which has gone We:krn with a ven-
geance. Both Tokyo's t:utnc and dazzling
supply of consumer gocc : leave one dizzy.
Western ways in thils ar-:ient Eastern land
have gone so far in ever dress for example
that street crowds turn ind to gawk at
a kimono-clad girl. 'Tok:: has the bounclest
and wildest night life in a2 world, boasting
sort of an ersatz Lus Veg.s. featuring stage-
show extravangansas in varying stages of
undress. More baric an:: raore troublesome
in ‘the hew Japan are the growing pains they
are experiencing ©s the: sry to adapt to
democracy, Japane:e styi:

Fourth, even from the siandpoint of just
pleasant tourism the exc i~ Far Bast Is the
place in my book. It's rore foreign, if I
may use the term, and ¢ ~*ainly 1t eternally
fascinates with its hags :r:, its sounds, its
smells, its color, its scer: -r., its hard work-
ipg, philosophic, and Kin- ‘% people. Apropos
tourism, let me unabash. 'y plug right now
about “my new dincove: -new to me that
is, although many of ¥: it beat me to this
pleasure years agc. Tk © is the notion of
traveling abroad cme wiy by ship. I have
flown nearly a million riles around this
world of ours but this ¢ :re decided for the
first time to travel k. o gentleman—by

i
i
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[From the Bucyrus (Ohlo) Telegraph-Forum,
July 9, 1963]

THREE FORMER PRESIDENTS BACK JPREE ENTER~
PRISE HALL

NEw York.-—The Hzll of Free Enterprise
which will dramatize the benefits: of the free
enterprise sysfem for the 70 milifon persons
expected to visit the New York World's Fair,
186465, today won the moral support of the
three living former Presidents of the United
States. ’

In a rare endorsement, reaffirming their
faith in the fiee market economy, the three
former Chief Executives put their collective
stamp of approval on this educaional proj-
ect of the American Economic Foundation,

In separate.letters to Charles S. Payson,
chairman of the Steering Committee of the
Hall of Free Enterprise, Presideints Hoover,
Truman and Eisenhower accepted honorary
chairmanships of the project’s International
Advisory Coungeil.

“This action by our three living former
Presidents provides great impetus to an edu-
cational effort which will reach around the
world,” sald Fred G. Clark, chairman, The
American Economic Foundation, sponsor of
the Hall of Free Enterprise.

[From the Marion (Ind.) Chronicle, June 9,
19631
WorLD's Fair BUILDING WILL PROMOTE FREE
ENTERPRISE

(By Jenkin Lloyd Jones)

Last month ground was broken on the
site of next year’s New York Woarld’s Fair
for a unique building frankly designed to
sell free enterprise.

It is a new idea—using a buiding at a

major expositién for the purpose of going -

over to the offensive in the debate with
creeping socialism. The estimated $2.1 mil-
lion which it .will cost to lease® the land,
erect the building, fill it with exhibits and
stafl it during the falr’s 2-year lif'e isbeing
solicited frankly and openiy frora individ-
uals and corporations who are scld on the
advantage of a free market econcmy.

The building will stand in rebuital to the
expensive pavilions of sociallsl nations
which can use their taxing power to create
monuments to themselves.

Although the American Economic Found-
atlon gave birth to the idea, persons from
40 States and 31 foreign countries will serve
on its advisory counecil.

Among the 70 million persons wio are ex-
bected to vislt the falr during its 2 years it
is estimated that 3.5 million will be foreign-
ers. Some of these, it is hoped, will come
away Irom the Hall of Free Enterprise with
the realization that “people’s capitallsm” is
different by a long shot from the grasping
19th-century system of exploitatiol and car-
tels that Marxists like to pretend all modern
free enterprise resembles.

The theme of the exhibit will be the

Ten Pillars of Economic Wisdom. Here they_

are:

1. Nothing in!our material world can come
from nowhere, nor-can it be free. Every-
thing in our economic life has a source, a
destination, and a cost that must be paid.

2. Government is never a source of goods.
Everything produced is produced; by the
people, and everything that ~government
gives to the peéple it must first take from
the people. .

8. The only valuable money that govern~
ment has to spend is that money taxed or
borrowed out of the people’s earnings. When
government decldes to spend more money
then it has thus received, that extra unw
earned money- Is created out of thin alr,
through the banks, and, when spent, takes
on value only by reducing the value of all
money, savings, and insurance. -

4. In our modern exchange ecorwomy, all
payroll and employment come from cus-
tomers, and the only worthwhile job security
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is customer security. If there are no cus-
tomers there caa be no payroll and no jobs.

5. Customer security can be achieved by
the worker only when the “boss” is allowed
by the workers to do the things that win
and hold customers. Job security, therefore,
is a partnership problem that can be solved
only by a spirlt of understanding and co-
operalion.

6. Because wuges are the principal cost
of everything, widespread wage increases,
without corresponding increases in produc-
tlon, «lmply increase the cost of cverybodys
Hving.

7. The greatess good for the greatest num-
ber means, in it material sense, the greatest
goods for the greatest number which, in turr,
means the greatest productivity per worker.

8. All productivity is based on three fac-
tors: (1) natural resources, whose form,
place, and condlzlon are changed by the ex-
penditure of (2) human energy (both mus-
cular e.nd mental), with the aid of (3) tools.

8. Tools are the only one of these three
factors that men can iIncrease, and tools
come into being in a free socleiy only when
there is a reward for the temporary self-de-
nial that people must practice in order to
chennhi¢l part of theilr earnings away from
purchases that produce immediate comfort
and pleasure, and into new tools of produc-
tion. Proper pavment for the tse of tools
1s essenitial to their creation.

10. The productivity of the tocls—that is,
the efficiency of the human energy applied
in conuxection with their use—-is highest in a
competitive society in which economic deci-
slons are made by milllons of.progress-seek-
ing individuals, rather than in' & State-plan-
ned scclety in which those decisions are made
by a handful of all-powerful people, regard-
less of how well-meaning, unseifish, sincere
and intelligent those people may be.

The basic truth that people cannot divide
more than they produce unless they steal or
extort from somecne else needs to be repeated
in thiz age of Ple-in-the-sky government
promises,

Further, people need to be reminded that
the human animal labors not for love of it
but oniy if enticed by the carrot or goaded
by the stick. Where the carrot of profit is
removed, then the stick of punishment for
Tajlure to produce must be applied or general
starvation is swif=.

Primitive communism, such as that whick
prevalls in China, has resorted to the stick
in the riost inhuman degree since the feudal
tax gatherers of the Middle Ages went forth
to flay the peasants.

More mature forms of commutiism, such
as that of Russia, while continuing to whip
recalecitrant workers with the stick of com-
pulsion, have tried to reintroduce the carrot
by reserving special bonuses and benefits
for the better producers. This s o complete
retreat from the Marxist theory of “Form
each according to his ability to each accord-
ing to his need.”

But even this halfway refurn to a system
of indlvidual rewards can’t overcome the
deadening snafu of centralized government
planning.

In the face of these manifold failures of
the Lefi. it’s time the forces of free enter-
prise stood up anc crowed a little.

[From the Quakeriown (Pa.) Free Press, July
30, 1963]
PILLARS OF EcoNoMIC WISDOM

The great New York World’s Fair of 198465
is expected to attract some 70 million visitors,
with 3.5 million of them coming from foreign
lands. .And, certainly, one of the most un-
usual and significant of the exhibitions will
be the Hall of Free Enterprise. .

Its cost, about $2.1 million, is being fi-
nanced by thousands of contributions from
individuals and corporations. Tt is purely
noncominercial and education. Its goal is to
dramatically demcnstrate the simple eco-
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nomic facts of life to milllons of people
who have either had instruction In basic
economic principles or are victims of false
propaganda.

The foundation is built upon “Ten Pillars
of Economic Wisdom.” Perhaps the last of
these will give a plcture of what it stands
for: “The productivity of the tools—that is,
the efficiency of the hurnan energy applied in
ccnnectlon with their use—is highest in a
campetitive society in which the economic
decislons are made by millions of progress-
seeking individuals, rather than in a state-
planned society in which those decisions are
made by a handful of all-powerful people,
regardless of how weli-meaning, unselfish,
sincere, and intelligent those people may be.”

Freedom is the mogt precious of all pos-
sessions, That is the principle this great
hall is to stand for.

[From the New York Daily News, June 24,
1963]
MakE A Noti oF THIS

The New York World's Fair 1964-65 opens
April 22 of next year; and we would like to
tip off all who plan to visit the fair on what
promises to be one of the most interesting
and valuable of all the exhibits .

1t is the Hall of Free Enterprise. You will
find it on the Avenue of Europe, opposite
the Belgian and Vatjcan City exhibits, and it
will be the largest building on International
Plaza.

"The purpose of the Hall of Free Enterprise
will be to show the workings and philosophy
of the U.S. profit-and-loss system in pictures
and charts and by other visual means.

“The net result of a trip through the Hall
of Free Enterprise,” say its sponsors, “can be
a clearer, better coordinated ‘“total’ concep-
tion of economic life than 1s gained from
a 4-year ccllege course. And the ‘take home'
material provides permanent reinforcement.”

The sponsors, incidertally, are a highly
responsible group: American Economic
Foundation, National Small Business Asso-
clation, Freedoms Foundation, Junior
Achlevement, Foundation for Economic Edu-
cation, Christian Freedom Foundation, Will-
kie Brothers Foundation, and Canadian Eco-
noraic Foundation.

Eetter make a note now to visit the Hall of
Free Enterprise, no matter what else you may
have to pass up among the falr’s numerous

exhibits. It sounds like a must, w a capl-.
tal M.
The CIA Again
EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF [
HON. PAUL G. ROGERS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, September 10, 1963

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, T have introduced a bill H.J. Res. 211,
that would establish a Joint Congres-
sional Committee to serve as a “watch-
dog” over the activities of the CIA. Sev-
eral Members of the House and Senate
have offered similar legislation in regard
to the need of this “watchdog” com-
mittee. I am inserting in the Rrcorp at
this point a copy of the September 10,
1963, editorial from the Washington Post,
thal draws attention also to the need of
new measures to be taken in regard to
coordinating the efforts of the CIA:

THE CIA AGAIN

The United States has been understand-
ably embarrassed by the disclosure that the
CIA has been secretly aiding the South Viet-
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ing, barefooted children, the sick and dying
huddled in doorways, invariably show un-
concerned ‘Nazi soldiers looking on, or suap-
ping plctures of.misery-as though it were a
tourist attraction.

The exhibit is expertly laid out in symbolic
pattern, beginning on the ground floor with
portraits of magnificently bearded Jewish
scholars of the prewar years, when Warsaw
was 30,1 percent. Jewish.

The winding gallery then traces the fall of
‘Warsaw, September 29, 1939, the German oc-
cupation, ‘and the herding into the ghetto
whose walls were sealed shut November 15,
1940. Here, on a simulated brick wall is in-
scribed ‘‘Halt.”

The progressive pauperization of the Jews

and the staggering tabulations of death from

hunger and disease are relieved by brave
scenes of :schopls, self-help projects, raising
potatoes in GGod knows what plot of earth,
and the indomitable. cultural programs of
music, drama; and: religious observances that
is the marvel of the ghetto story.

Here, the exhibit moves upstairs to scenes
of the uprising.

The exhibit ends with a vast panorama of
rubble,; a picture of the flattened synagogue
and memorial photos of the heroic Jewish
fighters, both men and women, whose faces
show expressions not seen in any other ex-
hibits. In contrast, the Nazis’' faces no
longer look jaunty, but haggard.

[From the New York Sunday Mirror]
WARSAW: GHETTO EXHIBIT
{By Charles A: Wagner)
. You enter, {he old Vanderbilt mansion on
Fifth Avenue and suddenly history plays you
a strange trick and you are in the Warsaw
ghetto where the Nazis are decimmating the
Jewish population behind the wall of fate.
That’s transformation for you.

In this exhjbit, the city’s most stirring and
most meaningful, mazes of rare photos, doc-
uments, captured movie film, and a portrait
gallery of the real heroes of the uprising
spring to life again, For they dared to fight
back. .

Gathered from Poland, Israel, and other
countries, the displays at the YIVO Insti-
tute for Jewish Research dramatize some of
the darkest chapters in the annals of modern
man (1048 Fifth Avenue through May).

[From the New York World Telegram]
ExHIBIT MARKS REVOLT IN WaARSAW GHETTO

An exhibit which depicts the persecution
of the Jews of Warsaw during World War II
will_ go on view Sunday at the headquarters
of the YIVO Institute for Jewish Research
in conjunction with the 20th anniversary
of the Warsaw ghetto uprising.

The exhibit, which includes pictures, doc-
uments, and maps, shows Jewish life in War-
saw before the Nazi persecution began and
traces the steps which led to extermination
of the city’s Jews in 1943, YIVO headquar-
ters 1s at Fifth Avenue and East 8Gth Street.

Other evenis commemorating the ghetto
uprising include:

A meeting and memorial service at 1 pm.
Sunday at Manhattan Center. Featured
speakers will be Edward Drozniak, Polish
Ambassador to the United States, and retired
Brig. Gen. Hugh ‘B. Hester.

A memorial meeting at 8:30 p.n. Sunday

at Bronx House, 990 Pelham Parkway,
Bronx. Joseph Kutrzeba, who fought in the
ghetto wuprising and later volunteered for
service with the U.S. Army in the Korean
fighting, will we the principal speaker,

A commemorative, meeting at 8:15 p.m.
Monday at the Community Center, 270 West
89th Street, _Senator, KEyNETH B. KEATING,
Republican, New .York, and Haim Zohar,
Israeli consil, will be the featurec speakers.

A joint commemorative meeting sponsored
by 30 nationa) and local Jewisli organizations
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will be held at 1:30 p.m. Sunday at Carnegle
Hall. Senator Jacos K. Javrrs, Republican,
New York, heads the list of speakers, and a
dramatic- presentation depicting the sacri-
fices of the ghetio fighters is planned.

SO

DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS
FAVOR VETERANS' COMMITTEE

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, for
years I have urged the creation of a
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs in the
Senate. Earlier this week. I had the
privilege of talking with the national
commanders of the major veterans’ or-
ganizations of this country who are be-
ginning to question whether the Senate
has forgotten about the creation of such
a committee,

Veterans’ affairs are today sg far-
reaching in scope and volume that they
urgently require a standing committee
with special competence. The heavy
burdens of the Finance Committee and
of the Labor and Public Welfare Com-
mittee no longer leave sufficient time for
Senators or staff members to consider
legislation affecting veterans in depth.

Fo postpone consideration of a Vet-
erans’ Committee until congressional re-
form and reorganization is studied would
be ill-advised and frustrate a need recog-
nized by a large number of this body.
I have previously placed in the REcoOrD
earlier today a number of resolutions ap-
proving of the establishment of a Senate
Veterans’ Committee.

NEBRASKA LEADS NATION IN DU-
RABLE GOODS GROWTH RATE

Mr, HRUSKA. Mr. President, while
agriculture remains the basic industry
of Nebraska, we have long recognized
the need for an increased diversification
into various fields of maimifacture.

Marked success has been made in this
effort, principally in the processing of
agricultural products.

It is particularly gratifying to note
that a recent economic. study reveals
that Nebraska now leads: the Nation in
its rate of growth in the production of
durable goods.

While our total production in this
category is relatively modest, it is en-
couraging to observe that.since the 1957
to 1959 period our State has led all
others in terms of growth in hard-goods
production.

This fact is a tribut: to the many
forward-looking citizens and business
leaders of Nebraska who have been
working to bring industry to the State,

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp an article from
the Omaha World-Herasdd which de-
scribes this growth.

There being no cbjection. the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

NEBRASKA'S HARD-GOODS GROWTH RATE Leaps
UNITED STtAaTus
(By Nathan Nieigen)

Nebraska stands first in the Nation in the
rate of growth of durable goads production,
according to a New York investment coun-
seling and economic consulting Arm.

Lionel. D, Edie & Co., which conducts
studlies of econamic conditiens and trends,
charted growth rates by States since 1957—

/
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59 and found Nebraska in ihe le  in the
durable goods category.

In total manufacturing growth s > 1957—
50, the Edie & Co., copyrighled 1. .cri said
Nebraska is now the eighth crowti 5 ate.

The report referred strictly to srowth-—
not comparisons by States in mant 1 turing
volume. In volume, according to C . us Bu-
reau reports, Nebraska stands far :iown the
list.

Durable goods produced i:1 Nebrnus«a, ac-

cording to Edie & Co., are prims ¥ metals
and nonelectrical machinery.
Other items classified as durable - w.ds but

which the company doesn't list for 3 braska
are ordnance and accessorics, 1w oasr and
wood products, furniture, and fixtw: <s stone,

clay and glass products, fabricat -t metal,
electrical machinery, transportatic equip-
ment,  instruments, sporting go «t. and
jewelry.

The Edie & Co., determin:tion . arowth

rates is based on the company’s ov. i statis-
tical work, sald George F. Erey, rro:0r ac-
count executive.

“For the last several years we : .v: been
in the process of developing a maj:.: break-
through in the uses of indexes o rroduc-
tlon for each of the continental 4: Ltates,”
he said.

“The significance of our work . :hat it
enables us to measure economic ac:is ity on
& State-by-State basis, thus pr: . z.ng a
comparison of Trelative eccnomi: rawth
rates,” Mr. Frey said.

The growth rate compariscns ap:a-red in
an Edie & Co. banking bulleiin wi -} com-
mented:

“It is apparent that many banks v.e wit-
nessing an outstandingly superic: :ite of

growth in their commereial loins. i <he ex-

tent that they are in superior grow . States,

their loan demand should be super. .+
John F. Davis, president of the .'ri Na-

tional Bank of Omaha, said ‘he E: o & Co.,
report helps explain some of the +sually

strong demand the Omaha banks 4-e had
for loans the last 2 years.
Edle & Co,, supplies speakers for n- First

Natlonal Bank’s annual forun: of f:..u:1ce.
The latest survey of manu.acty: s pub-
lished by the U.S. Departmeni of ( .n merce
Bureau of the Census in January covered
1961, The survey showed thai, in > -braska:
Total employees in manufacturiny i1 1961

were 62,074, compared with 58,825 1. 1:158.
The ‘total payroll for manifactu 6T oem-
bloyees grew to $319,520,000 in 1:+:1 from
$289,198,000 in 1959, '
The value added to products thro:. .r. man-
ufacturing—derived by subiructii; costs
from the value of finished products -ose to
$658,836,000 in 1961 from §569,9: LE0P in
1959, —~ S;'
—\{
CIA ACTIVITY IN SOUTH VISINAM
Mr. SALTONSTALL. Ms;. Pre. icent, I
ask unanimous consent to have :»inted
in the body of the RECoRD an a.:i-le by
Arthur Krock in the New York " iries of
teday, October 3, 1963. It discus: s a re-

port which is highly eritical of 1> CIA
‘This
. iigens

and its activity in South Vietnar -
report, to6 which Mr. Krock refel
the CIA to a malignancy and sta =
twice that Agency has flatly reised to
carry out instructions from Am! :s:ador
Lodge.

As one who has followed the -« rk of
the CIA since its inception anc <:osely
since the time Allan Dulles znd n_v John
McCone have heen its Diroctor:. & can
testify as to its responsibility, it.. 1 telli-
gent activity and loyalty o ou:  hief
Executives and their administra .« ns.

Of course the Agency has ma i» mis-
takes, but it has never been disayal to

e 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B%}G4R000600100006-5

r——
T




Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600100006-5

17734

its boss and it is not now in carrying out
its activities in South Vietnam. Any re-
port to the contrary wi.l be proved to be
without foundation. Of that I am con-
fident.

There being no obje:ztion, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

THE INTRA-ADMINISTRATION WAR IN VIETNAM
(By Arthur Erock)

WasSHINGTON, October 2—The Central In-
telligence Agency s getting a very bad press
in dispatches from Vietnam to American
newspapers and in articles originating in
Washington. Like the Stupreme Court when
under fire, the CIA cannot defend itself in
publicretorts to criticisms of its activities as
they occur. But, unlike vhe Supreme Court,
the CIA has no open record of its activities
on which the public can base a Jjudgment of
the validity of the crizteisms. Also, the
Agency is precluded from. using the indirect
defensive tactic which is constantly em-
ployed by all other Government unlts un-
der critical fire. .

This tactic is to give Information to the
press, under a seal of coafldence, that chal-
lenges or refutes the crities. But the CIA
cannot father such insplhred articles, because
to do so would require scme disclosure of its
activities. And not only does the effective-
ness of the Agency depend on the secrecy
of its operations. Every President since the
OIA was crested has protected this secrecy
from -claimants—Congress or the public
through the press, for example—of the right
to share any part of it.

WITH HIGH FEEQUENCY

This Presidential policy has not, however.
always restrained other executive units from
going confidentially to the press with at-
tacks on CIA operations in their common
field of responsibility. And usually it has
been possible to deduc: . these operational
details from the nature of the attacks. But
the peak of the practic: has recently been
reached in Vietnam a3ad In Washington.
This Is revealed almost every day now in dis-
patchies from reporters—-in close touch with
intra<administration critics of the CIA—with
excellent reputations for reliability. .

One reporter in this category Is Richard
Starnes of the Scripps-Howard newspapers
Today, under a Saigon dateline, he related
that, “according to a high U.S. source here.
twice the CIA flatly refused to carry out in-
structions from Ambassador Henry Caboi
Lodge * * * [and] in oae instance frustrat-
ed a plan of action Mr. Todge brought from
Washington because thie agency disagreecl
with. it.” Among the views attributed to
U.S. officials on the scene, including one
described as a “very high American official
» * % who has spent much of his life in the
service of democracy * * * are the follow-
ing:

The CIA's growth was “likened to a ma-
lignancy” which the “very high officlal was
not sure even the Whife House could con-
trol * * * any longer” “If the United
States ever experiences—-an attempt at a coup
to overthrow the Government—it will come
from the CIA and not the Pentagon.” The
agency “represents a tremendous power and
total unaccountability to anyone.”

DISORDERLY GOVERNMENT

Whatever else these passages disclose, they
most certainly establisk. that representatives
of other executive brailches have expanded
their war against the CIA from the inner
government couneils to the American people
via the press. And pubilished simultaneously
are detalls of the Agency’s operations ih Viet-
nam that can come only from the same
critical official sources. This is disorderly
government. And the longer the President
tolerates it—the period already is consider-
able—the greater will grow its potentials of
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hampering the resl war ageinst the Vietcong
and the impression of a very indecisive ad-
ministration in Washington.

The CIA may be guilty as charged. Since
it eannot, or at any rate will not, openly de-
fend its record in Vietnsm, or defend it by
the same confidential press briefings em-
ployed by its critics, the public is not in a
position to judge. Nor is this Department,
which sought and failed o get even the out-
lines of the Agency’s case in rebuttal. But
Mr. Kennedy will have to make a judgment
if the spectacle of war within the executive
branch i to be ended and the effective func-
tioning of the CIA preserved. And when
he makes this judgment, hopefully. he also
will make it public, as well as the appraisal
of fault on which it is based.

Doubtless recommendations as to what his
judgment should be were made to him today
by Secretary of Defense McNamara = nd Gen-
eral Taylor on their return from their fact-
finding expedition into the embattled of-
ficial jungle in Salgon,

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. PROXMIRE obtained the floor.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield to
the Senator from Texas [Mr. TOWER]
for 4 minutes without losing my right to
the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. - .

Mr. TOWER. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator from Wisconsin.

COSTS OF SENATE STAFFING

Mr. TOWER., Mr. President, Mr. Fel-
ton West, chief of the Washington bu-
reau of the Houston Post, is one of the
most astute and determined newsmen
covering the Nation’s capital.

The Monday, September 22, edition of
the Post carried an article about the
costs of Senate staffing which attests to
Mr. West’'s skill. Since this so-called
hush-hush matter is of considerable con-
sequence to Senators, I commend Mr.
West's article to the attention of my col-
leagues and the general public, and ask
unanimous consent to have the article
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

SENATORS’ STaFr Pay Husu-HusH
(By Felton West)

WaSHINGTON—One of the most hush-hush
subjects on Capitol Hill, it was found last
week, i3 that of how much U.S. Senators can
spend to hire their office stafls.

A taxpayer might think ke is thoroughly
entitled to a frank disclosure and discussion
of this from the Senate employees who dis-
burse the money and keep the books. If not
from them, at least from any Senator.

After all, it is public money and there is
no security question involved-——except pos-
sibly the security of the Senators and thelr
rather exclusive club.

It would be & cold day in the bhoiler room
when & Senator could rot find out how much
an executive department agency was allowed
to spend for salarles unless national secu-
rity was involved. The House of Repre-
sentatives Disbursing Office speaks frankly
about the limits on spending for House
Members' stafls. )

But finding out what liraits there are on
the Senators’ payrolls kecomes a major task.

A query about this to the Office of the Sec-
retary of the Senate, which publishes quar-
terly reports showing how much each Sen-
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ator actually pays his office employees dur-
ing each quarter, was referred to the Senate
Disbursing Office.

Robert A. Brenkworth, the $18,830-a-year
financial clerk in charge of such funds in
the Senate Disbursing Office, refused to say
what the limits are.

Perhaps, he suggested, the Texas Senators
would tell.

Brenkworth said the limits are spelled out
in the law in title 2 of the United States
Code. But he declined to explain the law
and discouraged the reporter even from sit-
ting down in his office and studying it.

“T think you wculd be a lot more comfort-
able up in the law library,” said Brenkworth,
putting his law book away.

The reporter found the law, in the library,
quite confusing, in the absence of any ex-
planation from anybody who understood
the payroll system.

He failed to find anybody on the staff of
the Senate Rules and Administration Com-
mittee, which has jurisdiction over the Sen-
ate contingent fund, from which office pay-
roll salaries come, who would discuss the
payroll limits, Ditto for the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee, where a staff mem-~
ber said the committee has nothing to do
with the limits (although the committee is
in charge of appropriations for the contin-
gent fund). '

So then, Senators RaLpH W. YARBOROUGH,
Democrat of Texas, and JouN G. TOWER,
Republican of Texas.

Senator YAREOROUGH said each Senator has
a specific lump sum for staff and purchase
of equipment (typewriters, copy machines,
ete.) for his office. There is a complicated
formula of limits, based on the population of
states and thus varying, he said.

For big States like Texas, this allowance 1s
not adequate, he said.

“What is allowed for States like Texas
and California. is plain murder,” he said,
“They take a terrible clobbering.”

But what the limits are for Senators of
the various States—even his own limit—
YARBOROUGH refused to reveal.

Asked why they should not be public
knowledge, he said, “I don’t object to your
finding out, but this is the business of the
Rules Committee and I'm not going to tell
you what isn't my business and have a
buhch of Senators jumping on me. I'm
1not going to meddle in the Rules Committee’s
business.”

When told that the information could not
be obtained at the Rules Committee or the
disbursing office, YARBOROUGH said he did not
know the limits for the other States, anyway.

«J could go over and find out,” he said.
“But I've got 10 million people to represent
and I don’t have time to go meddling in
things like  that.” '

He called efforts by newspapers to check
into Senators’ staff expenditures “nit pick-
ing” that was bad for the morale and effici-
ency of Senate employees.

«] refuse to help downgrade the efficiency
of the Senate,” he said, as further explana-
tion of his refusal to reveal the limits.

YARBOROUGH said the greatest weakness of
the Senate is failure to hire enough stafl.
This is true of Senate committees even more
than of individual Senators’ offices, he said.

“The legislative branch is constantly los-
ing power to the executive branch,” he said.
“The executive is voted a budget of $100
billion a year and Congress is not even voted
enough money to hire people to answer mail.”

Senator Towsr said he would not violate
Senate “practice” by discussing the spend-~
ing limits for Senators in general.

_“I{ would seem to me that the limits
should be public knowledge,” he granted,
“gnd it would be all right with me if they
were all made public. I don't mind telling
you mine.”

Then he checked up quickly and revealed
that there is a base limit of $67,980 for
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